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Current Topics. 


| Lord Alverstone. 
Ir was stated on Thursday that Lord ALVERSTONE had 
slightly rallied. 
| The Imprisonment of the Leader of the Brussels 
ar. 
| We print elsewhere an account, taken from the Morning 
| Post, of the recent deportation and confinement in Germany 
|of M. Leon Tueopor, the leader of the Brussels Bar. M. 
| THEopor has been foremost in his endeavours to protect the 
population of Brussels against the oppression of the German 
invaders. There appears, some time ago, to have been a 
| question as to Belgian lawyers undertaking cases for German 
| clients, but on this M. THEopor very properly stated that the 
feelings of the Bar against the enemy would not interfere with 
| the discharge of their professional duties to individual enemy 
| clients. Subsequently, however, it became necessary for him 
| to write to the Governor-General, protesting against the 
conduct of a German judge—conduct which he characterised as 
the negation of all principles of law; and he protested also 
against the continued military occupation of the Palais de 
Justice. Further protests against German arbitrariness fol- 
lowed, with the result that M. Turopor has been sent into 
confinement in Germany. It is, we fear, useless now to 
expect the German military authorities to respect any laws of 
war, but it may be noticed that under The Hague Convention 
IV. (1907), an occupying Power is bound, “‘ unless absolutely 
prevented,’’ to respect the laws in force in the country. With 
| the population remaining bitterly hostile, it is, no doubt, diffi- 
cult to carry on the administration of justice quite as in ordi- 
nary times. But the deportation of the leader of the Bar is a 
significant mark of the extent to which German oppression is 
| carried. 





The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Bill. 
Tur Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Bill is a 
measure admittedly introduced to meet a state of affairs caused 
by the war. For reasons good or bad, some landlords and 
some mortgagees have raised rents and interest although there 
has been no corresponding increase of means on the part of 
tenants and mortagors. That is the theory, and we may 
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assume that it is based extensively on fact. Whether it is fair 
to say that advantage is being taken of the war to make private 
profit is more disputable. In many cases, no doubt, the in- 
creases have been dictated by increased burdens on landlord 
and mortgagees. But the principle of the present Bill is that 
those in actual possession shall be protected, provided they 
belong to what we may call generally the industrial classes, and 
the other persons interested in small property shall bear their 
own burdens. For the Bill is restricted to houses of rateable 
value not over £40, though within this maximum limit it 
applies to any house or part of a house let as 
a separate dwelling where the ‘‘standard rent’’ or 
rateable value does not exceed, in London £30, and 
elsewhere £21. And it applies to mortgages of “real 
property ’’—why not leasehold?—-where the mortgaged 
property comprises one or more dwelling-houses to which 
the Act applies, excluding, however, equitable mortgages and 
charges. ‘‘ Standard rent’’ is the rent of 3rd August, 1914, 
and ‘‘ standard interest ’’ is the interest at that date, or, in 
the case of a subsequent mortgage, the original rate of interest. 
The operative clause is Clause 2, which provides that during 
the continuance of the Act—that is, the duration of the war 
and six months after—any increase of rent and interest above 
the standard rates shall not be recoverable. But this is re- 





tricted to rent and interest accruing due since a date—not 
earlier than 25th November, 1915—to be fixed by the Order in 
Council applying the Act to particular areas. 


The Areas for Rent Restriction. 

For tHe Act is not universal. It will be applied where re- 
quired by an Order in Council, and under the original Bill 
Orders could only be made for towns exceeding a population 
of 100,000, or where a dearth of houses exists owing to war 
conditions. But the population limit is to be withdrawn. A 
mortgage to which the Act applies cannot be called in or en- 
forced while the standard rate of interest is paid. Transfers 
of burdens from landlord to tenant which in effect produce 
an increase of rent are to be treated as such, and will be void, 
and questions on this head will be determinable by the county 
court. There are numerous provisions—for making apportion- 
ments of mortgaged property and otherwise—designed to adjust 
the measure to various difficulties which will arise; but while 
this is praiseworthy on the part of the draftsman, we doubt 
whether his ingenuity is well spent. There is a probability 
that attempts to adapt a temporary and exceptional measure 
to all circumstances may raise more questions than it solves. 
The utmost that can be expected is to lay down some general 
principles. We are afraid the present measure in going beyond 
this may be found too complicated. It will be noticed that it 
does not deal with the tendency that has been observable to 
increase mortgage interest generally, and probably this is too 
disputable a matter for the Legislature to touch. 


The Evidence (Amendment) Bill. 

MANY ENCROACHMENTS on individual liberty are necessary in 
time of war. Where the necessity for such encroachments is 
obvious and undoubted, no patriotic lawyer will oppose the 
statute which enacts them, however deeply he may regret the 
necessity. But in all such cases every possible safeguard to 
prevent injustice should be adopted. And mere reasons of 
convenience, not amounting to any real necessity, should not 
be regarded as sufficient to justify invasions of immemorial 
rights which experience has proved to be of great importance 
to the proper administration of justice. One such proposed 
invasion, for which, in our opinion, no real case of necessity 
has been made out, is contained in the new Evidence (Amend- 
ment) Bill now before the House of Commons. As all our 
readers are aware, no written statement purporting to be the 
evidence of a witness can be used at criminal trials ; the witness 
himself must be produced to give his testimony by word of 
mouth, and undergo cross-examination. To this there are one 
or two exceptions, of which the most important is the use 
which, under the Indictable Offences Act, 1848, can be made 
at Assizes or Quarter Sessions of depositions previously taken 
at the preliminary magisterial investigation. Where the de- 
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posing witness dies before the trial, or is too ill to attend, or 
has been prevented from attending by the machinations of the 
accused, his deposition can be read in evidence at the trial. 
The prisoner is supposed to be safeguarded by the fact that he 
can cross-examine the witness at the preliminary investigation, 
aud object to irrelevant or inadmissible answers. But in 
practice no real opportunity of cross-examination is given at 
the preliminary investigation. If the advocate for the defence 
attempts to cross-examine in any detail, justices and stipen- 
diaries get very impatient, say that no questions put will affect 
their views as to whether or not a primd facie case against the 
prisoner is made out, and accuse the advocate of ‘‘ wasting the 
time of the court by putting questions he can put at the trial.”’ 
A good deal of injustice, in fact, results from the present 
practice. Now the proposed Bill extends the right to uss 
depositions at the trial (including trials by court-martial, as 
well as a// criminal trials in civilian courts) to every case in 
which the ‘‘ public service ’’ prevents a witness from attending ; 
and it makes the mere certificate of one of the numerous assis- 
tant military and naval secretaries conclusive proof of such 
inability to attend. The Bill is limited to the continuance of 
the war, but—unless the war is expected to last many years 
more—there seems no real necessity for depriving prisoners of 
a right essential to fair play. At the worst, as the present law 
stands, a few criminal trials might have to be postponed until 
after the war—no intolerable hardship. 


Approved Societies and Workmen’s Compensation. 

Section 11 of the National Insurance Act, 1911, gives to 
an approved society, constituted in pursuance of the statute, 
a right to take proceedings in the name of one of its members 
to recover compensation or damages for an accident to which 
that member is entitled, when the society itsélf becomes liable 
to pay benefit to that member. But the right so to proceed 
only vests in the approved society if and when the member 
‘* unreasonably refuses or neglects ’’ so to proceed. Now in 
Rushton v. Skey (George) & Co. (Limited) (1914, 58 
Soticrtors’ Journat, 685), the Court of Appeal held that 
this condition precedent must arise in the strictest sense 
before the right of action accrues to the approved society ; 
mere omission of the member to exercise his legal right is not 
enough when he has not been asked to do. This decision has 
compelled county court judges sitting as arbitrators under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, to inquire into the posi- 
tion of approved societies who insfruct their solicitors to appear 
for one of their members in a compensation claim. If the 
approved society is the real claimant,’ it must prove that this 
condition precedent is satisfied. But the county court judge is 
not entitled to ask the applicant’s counsel, who briefs him. He 
must hear the evidence, and ascertain whether the application 
is really that of the workman himself, or that of the society 
(Allen v. Francis, 1914, 58 Soticrrors’ Journa, 753). This 
is sometimes a little difficult to decide, and a case involving this 
problem has just gone to the Court of Appeal: Skelton v. 
Baxter (Times, 26th November). Here the member, injured 
by an accident which entitled her to compensation, had signed 
a retainer to the approved society’s solicitor authorizing him to 
proceed on her behalf; but she had done so in the belief that 
her signature to the proceedings was a necessary formality, 
which she must perform before she could get her benefit from 
the society, and not with the intention of getting compensation 
from her employer. The society had given her a partial 
indemnity, and found the money for her court and counsel’s 
fees. The county court judge, on proof of these facts, held as 
a fact that the member was the real applicant, and made an 
award in her favour. The Court of Appeal considered that 
there was ample evidence to support this finding of fact, so 
that they could not interfere with it. At the same time, they 
left open the question as to whether or not the approved 
society’s action amounted to ‘‘ maintenance’’ actionable in 
tort by the employer. But we fancy that the ‘‘ common 
interest ’’ of society and member in the subject-matter of the 
suit is so clear as to negative any suggestion of illegality in their 
acts, 
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Special Risks Incidental to Employment, 

NEXT, PERHAPS, to cases on the rule against. perpetuities, 
‘there is no branch of law which gives rise to distinctions so 
abstract as does the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The 
Court of Appeal has just had before it one of these apparently 
simple, but really most metaphysical points which turn round 
the words ‘‘ accident arising out of, and in the course of 
his employment,’’ upon which the title of a workman to 
compensation depends: Cooper y. North-Kastern Railway Vo. 
(reported elsewhere). This case was a consequence of the 
bombardment of Hartlepool. When that bombardment took 
place an engine-driver was on duty with his engine; he left it 
to take shelter from the enemy’s guns, but remembered that 
there was danger of his boiler tubes getting burnt as the result 
of an injector being left open ; so he conscientiously went back 
to shut the tube, and was returning to shelter after doing so, 
when a shell-splinter struck and wounded him. Now it seems 
obvious that such an accident arose ‘‘in the course of his 
employment,’’ and the Court so held. To most persons it 
would seem equally obvious that it arose ‘‘ out of ’’ the employ- 
ment, since the applicant was doing his best to safeguard his 
employers’ interests when he met with the injury. But it is 
well settled that such is not the test. A risk arising ‘‘ out of ”’ 
the employment must be one in some special way incidental to 
it. One which the victim incurs equally with the public at 
large is not a protected risk within the statute, nor is a novel 
risk which the workman himself adds to his employment out of 
wal to advance his employers’ interests (Ylumb v. Cobden, 
1914, A. C. 68). Thus in Warner v. Couchman (1912, A. C. 
35), the House of Lords held that the driver of a baker’s cart 
could not claim compensation for frost-bite incurred on his 
morning rounds in bitterly cold weather. He was no more ex- 
posed to the risk of frost-bite than others not in his master’s 
employment. But the distinctions created by this doctrine of 
“incidental risk’’ are very fine. A cashier, murdered while 
in charge of his employer’s money, and a schoolmaster, mur- 
dered by schoolboys who resented his severity, have been held 
protected by the statute in well known cases ; whereas a délibe- 
rate felonious assault by the employer on the workman is outside 
the statute (Blake v. I/ead, 1912,5 B. W. C. C. 303). Indeed, 
it is almost impossible to predict @ priori in any case whether 
or not the Courts will regard the risk as incidental to the 
employment, or independent of it, and a correspondent, whose 
letter we print elsewhere, calls attention to some apparent 
divergencies in recent decisions on points of this kind. In the 
present case the Court held that the risk of accident from bom- 
bardment by the enemy was shared by the workman with the 
public at large in the bombarded locality, so that the risk was 
not incidental to his employment as an engine-driver, and he 
could not recover. But did not the duty to protect his engine, 
instead of taking shelter, increase the risks run by the driver 
beyond those affecting unemployed persons in his neigh- 


bourhood ? 


Treasure Trove in the City of London and 

Southwark. 

In GIvinG (ante, pp. 14, 29) some extracts from the Annual 
Report of Dr. Watpo, the Coroner for the City 
and Southwark, we. quoted the passage in which he 
calls the attention of the Corporation to an alleged 
recent discovery of treasure trove in the City of 
London, and points out that on the finding of treasure 
trove it is the coroner’s duty to hold an inquest, an ancient 
jurisdiction which has been expressly reserved by section 36 
of the Coroners Act, 1887. We did not, however, notice the 
information as to the right of the City of London to treasure 
trove which. is contained in an Appendix to the Report. It 


appears that treasure trove, both in the City of London and in. 


the borough of Southwark. belongs specifically by Royal Grant 
to the Corporation of London. The three charters granting 
treasure trove are those of James I. (20th September, 1608), 
and Cuar.es I. (18th October, 1638)—these relate to treasure 
trove in the City—and of Epwarp VI. (23rd April, 1550), re- 





lating to treasure trove in Southwark. These grants were con- 
firmed by the Inspeximus Charter of Cuares II. (24th June, 
1864), the original of which is in the City archives. <A trans- 
lation from the original Latin was made under the direction of 
Sir THomas Harpy in 1838. The grants extended to other 
franchises besides treasure trove, and they are confirmed in 
the following words : — 

““ We do give and grant to the Mayor, commonalty and citizens 
and their successors, treasure-trove in the City of London, or the 
liberties thereof; and also all waifs and estrays, and goods and 
chattels of felons and fugitives in the City or the liberties 
thereof.’’ 

“We have given and granted to the Mayor and commonalty and 
citizens of the City and their successors in and through all the 
ae and Town of Southwark all goods and chattels 
waived, estrays, and also treasure-trove in the town and precinct 
aforesaid, and goods and chattels of all manner of traitors, felons, 
fugitives, outlaws, condemned persons, convicts and_ felons 
defamed and deodands, and those denying the law of our 
land, &c.”’ 

Most of these franchises are matters of only antiquarian 
interest, and the forfeiture of deodands was abolished in 1846 
by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 62. The suggestion that it should be re- 
vived in the case of motor vehicles causing death has not so 
far been adopted. And the forfeiture of felons’ goods was 
abolished by the Forfeiture Act, 1870. But the grants are 
still operative as to treasure trove, and its specific mention 
avoids the difficulty in Attorney-General v. British Museum 
(1903, 2 Ch. 598), where the charter, after enumerating certain 
specific rights, not including treasure trove, ended with “‘ all 
franchises.’’ This was held ineffectual to pass treasure trove. 
Dr. Wa po states that he has been unable to find any record 
of an inquest into treasure trove in the available City Records, 
though outside the City and Southwark such inquests have in 
recent years been reported from time totime. In the Criminal 
Judicial Statistics twenty-six such inquests are returned as 
having been held in England and Wales between 1901 and 
1913. It will be interesting to see whether the City Corpora- 
tion consider that a case has arisen for asserting their rights. 


False Pretences by the Issue of Worthless 
Cheques. 

Tue Metropolitan Police magistrates from time to time com- 
plain of the increase in the fraudulent practice of obtaining 
money, goods, or credit by worthless cheques; cheques on 
banks in which the drawer has never had any account, or in 
which his account has long been overdrawn. There can be 
little doubt that the increase in such fraudulent practices is 
connected with the great increase in the use of cheques. A 
large proportion of the payments in the United Kingdom are 
settled by cheques, which hgve in large transactions, at any 
rate, driven bank notes out of circulation, and made a sub- 
stantial addition to the national currency. The machinery of 
fraud is adjusted to the varying usages of society, and it is 
probably easier to get a counterfeit or worthless cheque into 
circulation than to pass off a forged or stolen bank note. There 
are not many cases in the text-books relating to these cheques. 
The defence that the maker believed, and had reason to believe, 
that the banker would honour his draft being often successful. 
The increase in cash payments has probably of late years led 
juries to regard all descriptions of false pretences with greater 
severity. 








Mr. Richard Finch, aged seventy-five, of Hesketh Park, Southport, 
Lancashire, retired solicitor, left estate of the gross value of £103,582. 

A Times message from Amsterdam of 26th November says that con- 
siderable interest has been excited by a statement published there that 
the British Government will not allow further shipments of rubber to 
neutral ports. It is believed that Holland has ample supplies for 
domestic purposes. In any event, no apprehension is felt in Dutch 
commercial circles that Great Britain will not permit shipment to 
neutral ports of the rubber supplies necessary for legitimate require- 
ments. The Times adds the note that though Holland does not prohibit 
the export of rubber, the Dutch Oversea Trust has, according to a 
statement by the President of that body published in its issue of 9th 
November, made special arrangements to ensure that rubber remains in 
the country. The imported rubber is detained in bond and only issued 
to approved purchasers, 
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The Indictments Bill. 


Tue Indictments Bill passed in the summer, not without 


amendment, through the House of Lords, and is now under 


discussion in the House of Commons. The professed object 
of the Bill is ‘‘to amend the Law relating to Indictments in 
Criminal Cases, and matters incidental thereto.’’ It can 
scarcely be contended that the amendment of our procedural 
rules governing the drafting of indictments is a very urgent 
matter—one that must be dealt with during the war. So we 
are rather inclined to think that in proceeding with the Bill 
the Law Officers of the Crown are not wholly uninfluenced by 
a desire to diminish the criticism of these somewhat revolu- 
tonary proposals, a criticism which in normal times would 
probably be considerable. But amid the excitements of war 
the lawyer-critic in the House is not likely to give much 
trouble, or gain much sympathy from a public deeply interested 
in more immediate things. 

Now there is one proposal in the Bill which seems to 
us open to the gravest possible objection. Practically 
the Bill hands over to a body called the ‘‘ Rule Com- 
mittee’’ the most sweeping legislative powers in connec- 
tion with all the matters covered by the statute, a course 
against which we have on former occasions entered our 
protest. The Act itself consists of only nine clauses, 
and contains little of substance. But Schedule 1 contains 
fourteen rules defining and governing procedure by indict- 
ment; and it is proposed to give to the Rule Committee 
enormous powers in connection with these rules. ‘“‘ The 
rules contained in the first Schedule to this Act with respect 
to indictments ’’—so runs Clause 1—“‘‘ shall have effect as if 


enacted in this Act, but these rules may be added to, varied, 
or annulled by further rules made by the Rule Committee 
under this Act.’’ 


It is true that the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor is required for any such new rules made by the 
Committee. It is also true that any rules so made must be 
laid for forty days on the table of both Houses of Parliament, 
and may be annulled by Order in Council if within these forty 
days a petition is presented to his Majesty by either House 
praying for such annulment (Clause 2 (3)); but such a safe- 
guard is in practice quite illusory. The practical obstacles 
in the way of such a petition are too great, as experience in 
other cases shews. In substance the Rule Committee will have 
dictatorial powers to alter as it pleases every common law safe- 
guard for the benefit of accused persons which the wisdom of 
our ancestors has embodied in the so-called technicalities of 
criminal procedure. 

Now, what is the constitution of the body to which these 
autocratic powers are entrusted? It is to consist of seven 
persons appointed by the Lord Chief Justice (Clause 2 (1)) 
on such terms of office as he chooses to specify in his patent of 
appointment (Clause 2 (4)). Neither Parliament nor any- 
one else is to have a say in making this appointment. The 
Judges of the King’s Bench Division, the Bar Council, the 
Law Society—all are ignored. This, we venture to think, is 
open to serious objection. If it is considered wise to entrust 
to a Rule Committee the powers suggested—affecting gravely, 
as they indirectly do, the liberty of the subject—at least 
some say in its appointment should be given to the Bar and 
to solicitors. Nor is the objection to this one-man concentra- 
tion of power to appoint removed by the fact that certain 
conditions are laid down as to the persons appointed. One 
must be the Lord Chief Justice himself. Another must be a 
High Court Judge, a third must be a Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions, a fourth a Recorder, a fifth a Clerk of Assizes, and a 
sixth a Clerk of the Peace. The seventh may be any other 
experienced person whom the Lord Chief Justice thinks fit to 
appoint. It is obvious that this constitution practically puts 
into official hands the whole power of drafting new rules. 
The ordinary practitioners in criminal courts, especially 
counsel representing the defence, get no representation what- 
ever in pronouncing upon the safeguards required to secure 
justice. And experience shews that official persons, whether 


judges or associates, are always apt to succumb to the natural 
temptation of considering the convenience of the Court 
rather than the danger of doing injustice to the prisoner. 
We would suggest that, if a Rule Committee is to be appointed 
having the great powers conferred by Clause 1, it should con- 
sist of seven persons having experience in criminal. procedure, 
three of whom should be appointed at a meeting of High 
Court Judges, two by the General Council of the Bar, and 
two by the Law Society and Provincial Societies. A precedent 
for including barristers and solicitors exists in the constitution 
of the Rule Committee, and it is singular that this has been 
overlooked. 

Before considering the actual draft rules set out in the 
Schedule, we may summarize briefly the remaining clauses of 
the Bill. Clause 3 simply provides that indictments framed 
ir. accordance with these proposed Statutory Rules are not to 
be open to objection; in other words, it gives legislative 
validity to the rules. Clause 4 is more sweeping; it permits 
an indictment to contain charges for more than one felony or 
misdemeanour, and also permits charges of misdemeanour in 
addition to felonies to be coupled together in the same indict~ 
ment. This we frankly regard as most dangerous, and a serious 
invasion of the prisoner’s right to a fair trial. The present 
rule, to which one or two statutory exceptions already exist, 
has one excellent effect—it limits the number of offences which 
ean be charged against the prisoner in the same indictment, 
and be brought all together before one jury. It helps to avoid 
one very serious danger. Where, for example, a prisoner is 
accused of a large number of statutory frauds, none of which is 
clearly established by satisfactory evidence, he would not be 
convicted if tried separately for each. But if all the charges 
are lumped in different counts of the same indictment, and 
the jury hear the whole evidence, there is a grave danger that 
the mere cumulative effect of the suspicion will lead to a 
conviction, although the case is only one of suspicion. Now 
at present any number of charges relating to statutory fraud 
can be joined in the same indictment, since such fraud is a 
misdemeanour, and not a felony. In practice the prosecution 
will not proceed on more than three selected counts; but even 
this limitation leaves the way open to danger of grave 
injustice. This blot on our existing system is, however, to be 
greatly extended by the new Bill; it is to extend to 
felonies instead of being confined, as at present, to mis- 
demeanours. In future it will be possible to charge a 
man onone indictment with, let us say, half a dozen 
different murders! The evidence of each may be slight, 
but it is clear that a person so charged—however innocent— 
has little real chance of securing an acquittal. He is practi- 
cally in’ the position of any prisoner about whom the jury 
have learned that he has had previous convictions. It is true 
that Clause 5 (3) enables the Court to order the separate trial 
of each count in an indictment, whenever it thinks that the 
prisoner will be prejudiced in his defence by having all the 
counts tried together. But in practice it is almost hopeless 
to get busy circuit judges, recorders, or chairmen of Quarter 
Sessions, pressed for time, to take a view of the case which 
will add enormously to their labours. 

Clauses 5 and 6 give the Court power to amend defective 
indictments when no injustice is thereby likely to result, and 
provisions as to costs and adjournment incidental to such 
amendment are arranged for. Clause 7 saves the provisions 
of the Vexatious Indictments Act, 1859, whch prevents the 
presentation of an indictment for specified common mis- 
demeanours, such as libel and perjury, except after certain 
conditions precedent have been fulfilled. And Clauses 8 and 9 
deal with interpretation, application, repeal, and with the 
commencement of the proposed statute. To these latter 
clauses, which do not touch on any matter of essential principle, 
we have no objections or criticisms of moment to offer. 

The actual rules contained in the First Schedule are very 
interesting. We pass over those which deal only with the 
material on which an indictment cannot be written or printed, 
and with the wording of the commencement and presentment. 





| But Rule 3 is vital, and open to the criticism we have already 
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urged. ‘‘Charges for any offences, whether felonies or mis- 
demeanours,’’ it runs, ‘‘ maybe joined in the same indictment 
if these charges are founded on the same facts, or form or are 
part of a series of offences of the same or a similar character.” 
Such a provision simply abolishes altogether the protection 
afforded to a prisoner by excluding evidence of previous acts, 
although the tendency has already been to extend unduly 
the limits within which such evidence can be given. It is a 
prosecutor’s rule, and, in our opinion, wholly retrograde. 
Rules 4 to 10 and 12-14 deal with the details of drafting and 
ancillary matters—description of person and property, of the 
offence, and of the intent, &.; they do not raise any question 
of vital principle, although some points of detail might, 
perhaps, be justly objected to. But Clause 11 takes away 
from the accused some of the protection at present accorded 
him when previous convictions, habitual criminality, or 
habitual drunkenness are charged against him as affecting 
sentence ; it renders it unnecessary to give any particulars of 
the previous convictions and offences. We hope that in the 
House of Commons these provisions will be carefully 
considered. 


The American Note on British 
Maritime Policy. 


We have stated (ante, pp. 55, 71, 81) with some fulness the 
contents of the United States Note of 5th November, but we have 
abstained so far from expressing any opinion as to the validity of 
its contentions. It must be remembered that it is not an isolated 
document, but is one of a series which may be shortly summarized 
as follows (see 59 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, pp. 663, 678, 690) :— 
26th December, 1914. The United States Note protesting against 
the seizure of ships trading in absolute or conditional contraband, 
on mere suspicion of the ultimate German destination of their 
cargoes. 
7th January, 15. The British statement of American exports, 
showing that American trade other than that in cotton, had not 
in fact suffered. 
10th February, 1915. The British Reply to the Note of 26th Decem- 
ber, citing Zhe Bermuda (70 U.S. Rep. 517) as an authority for 
relying on extrinsic evidence to shew the real destination of a 
cargo, and for not confining the evidence to that found on the 
ship itself. 
20th February, 1915. The United States identical Notes to England 
and Germany suggesting a modification of ‘‘ war zone ’’ opera- 
tions. 
lst March, 1915. Identical Notes of Great Britain and France to the 
United States foreshadowing the cutting off of supplies from 
Germany by way of retaliation for her methods of submarine 
warfare. 
5th March, 1915. ‘The United States protest against interference with 
supplies to Germany unless a blockade was established. 
llth March, 1915. The ‘‘ Blockade’’ Order in Council cutting off 
supplies to and from Germany. 
15th March, 1915. The British Reply to the Note of 20th February, 
contrasting British and German methods at sea, and justifying 
the economic pressure of Germany by what was in fact an effec- 
tive cruiser ‘‘ cordon ’’ blockade. 
15th March, 1915. The British Reply to the Note of 5th March, 
arguing that the Order in Council had the effect of a blockade, 
but was more lenient to neutrals, since it waived the penalty of 
confiscation. 
30th March, 1915. A further protest hy the United States against the 
British Blockade Order, claiming that belligerent interference 
with neutrals was limited to (1) the right of search, and (2) the 
rights incidental to contraband and blockade. The old close 
blockade might be waived in favour of ‘‘ cordon ’’ blockade, but 
blockade must obey the accepted rule of leaving neutral ports 








open. 

16th July, 1915. A United States Note protesting against Prize Court 
decisions based on the Order in Council of 11th March, so far as 
this was at variance with international law. 

23rd July, 1915. The British Reply, maintaining that the new 
blockade was only an adaptation of the principle of blockade to 
the new circumstances, and that trade through neutral ports 
might be cut off if this was the only way of making the blockade 
effective. The belligerent is entitled to take any steps to make 
a blockade effective, provided the trade with neutral countries, 
for the purposes of such countries, is not prejudiced. For this 
reliance was placed on The Springbok: (72 U.S. Rep. 1). 

Slet July, 1915. The British Reply to the Note of 16th July, stating 
that, under both American and British Prize Law, Prize Courts 
were in the first instance subject to the instructions of their 





own Sovereign, and only in the absence of these to general 
principles of international law. 

13th August, 1915. A Memorandum by Sir Epwarp Grey contain- 

ing statistics as to United States exports. 

The foregoing list is not exhaustive, but it contains, we believe, 
all the documents necessary to understand the course of the con- 
troversy. The points which emerge are—the evidence justifying 
the seizure of a neutral ship; the validity of the “ blockade’”’ of 
Germany ; and the binding nature of British Prize Court decisions ; 
and these are the questions taken up by the recent United States 
Note under the heads Detention of Vessels; the Blockade 
Measures ; and British Prize Court Jurisdiction. 

The question of the detention of vessels involves also the mode 
of search. A belligerent’s right to search a neutral vessel for 
contraband is universally admitted, but in the past the search 
has been conducted at sea; and a board of naval experts have 
advised the United States Government that search at sea is still 
both practicable and convenient. As to this, of course, we have 
nothing to say. It is a question of fact on which British naval 
officers have had plenty of opportunity lately for forming an 
opinion, and if their advice to the British Government differs from 
that which has been furnished to the United States Government, 
we imagine that the latter Government will allow weight to it. 
They have the future as well as the present to consider, and here- 
after they may be glad to avail themselves of the latitude of search 
which the British Government now claims. The Naval Correspon- 
dent of the Times on 9th November pointed out that not only in 
the larger vessels are there new methods of concealment, as well 
as much larger cargoes of a more diversified nature to be investi- 
gated, but we cannot afford to have our war-vessels hanging about 
exposed to submarine attack while the suspected ships are being 
overhauled ; and he added that those naval experts who advised the 
United States Government cannot have had any experience of the 
particular danger that awaits the boarding vessel, and of which 
there have been already several instances involving considerable 
loss of life. Germany contends that she is entitled to sink 
passenger ships if the safety of an attacking submarine is 
endangered. In view of this the British claim to take a neutral 
vessel into port for search in order to ensure the safety of the 
boarding vessel is a mild one, and it represents a justifiable exer- 
cise of the right of search, provided the practical necessity exists. 
On this point the answer to the American Note seems easy. 

A more difficult question is raised by the contention that the 
seizure must be justified by the evidence found on the ship— 
the ship's papers and the depositions of the officers and crew—and 
that at the first hearing no further evidence can be admitted. 
That such was the former rule there seems to be no doubt (Report 
of 1753 on Procedure in Prize Cases by the Law Officers ; Story on 
Prize Law, 17); and the latter authority states this to be of the 
very essence of the administration of Prize Law. “ By the law of 
prize the evidence to acquit or condemn must, in the first instance, 
come from the papers and crew of the captured vessel. The 
captors are not, unless under peculiar circumstances, entitled to 
adduce any extrinsic testimony.’’ And in The Springbok (72 U.S. 1), 
where extrinsic evidence was admitted at the first hearing, it 
was said in the Supreme Gourt that this was not strictly 
regular. At the same time that Court did not regard the 
irregularity as of such importance as to invalidate the proceedings, 
and the final judgment was given on the whole evidence. So too 
The Bermuda (70 U.S. 515) was decided on all the evidence avail- 
able. The United States Note says that this was a case of 
further evidence. It may have been, but no notice seems to be 
taken of this in the report. In fact, the rule as to evidence, though 
it may have been regarded as important in the early stages of 
Prize Law, wa#a technicality which was bound to disappear with 
the development of the law, when Courts came to look at substance 
rather than form ; and the casual manner in which it was treated 
in The Springbok shewed that it was doomed to extinction. The 
draftsman of the Prize Court Rules, 1914, acted on this assumption 
when he made no distinction between primary and further proof, 
and provided in ord. 15, r. 2, that evidence at the hearing should 
include not only, (a)-(d) that of the ship’s officers and the papers, 
but of other witnesses given on behalf of the captors or any other 
party, and also (¢ such further evidence, if any, as may be admitted 
by the Judge. The point made in the United States Note that 
this is a departure from the old rule is a fair one, and it is proper 
for discussion, but the departure is authorized by American 
practice, and it is a departure naturally incident to the develop- 
ment of Prize Law. The object of the proceedings is to determine 
what in fact are the nature and destination of the captured ship 
and her cargo, and this is to be determined, like any other question 
of fact, on all the relevant evidence. 

It is unlikely, therefore, that Great Britain will withdraw her 
claim to take neutral ships into port for examination, or to produce 
against vessels in the Prize Court all the available evidence justi- 





tog THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Dec. 4, 1915 








fying the seizure. Next there is the objection (1) to the Order in 
Council of 29th October, 1914, which raises a presumption against 
the claimant where cargo is assigned “to order,’’ or where the 
consignee is not named, or where the named consignee is in enemy 
territory ; (2) to allowing the increase of imports into a neutral 
country adjacent to Germany to raise a presumption of enemy 
destination. It seems needless to attach importance to the first 
objection, since the fact of the consignment being to order or 
assignee was one of the grounds of condemnation in The Springbok 
(see The Kim, ante, p. 26). As to the second, the presumption to 
which the United States objects has just been acted on by the 
learned President in The Kim (ante, p. 9), and he has dealt by 
anticipation with this part of the Note. Moreover, The Kim is 
the logical result of The Bermuda and The Springbok, and we do 
not believe that an American Prize Court, if it had The Kim before 
it, would have given any other decision. *The Note makes the 
ingenious point that the presumption depends in part at least on 
the increase of British exports to Denmark and adjacent neutral 
countries, and Great Britain thus helps to create the presumption 
of which she takes advantage in the Prize Court. It is a plausible 
argument, but it depends on figures, and we can leave the answer to 
the Foreign Office. However, from the figures contained in Sir 
Epwarp Grey's letter to Mr. Pace of 13th August (Times, 2nd 
October) it seems that the increase of British exports is small 
compared to the increase in American exports to these countries. 
As regards the “blockade”’ of Germany under the Order in 
Council of 11th March it is less easy to cite precedents exactly in 
point ; but it seems to be a mistake to suppose that neutral nations 
waive their right to free traffic only in favour of certain well- 
recognized rules as to contraband and blockade. The principle of 
continuous transports, which the United States has been foremost 
in developing, shews that these rules are not fixed ; but, like all 
other rules which depend on judicial decision, they change in 
accordance with changing circumstances, the object being to give 
effect to the fundamental principles on which they are based. In 
contraband this principle is that the enemy shall not be supplied 
with articles which will assist him in the war; in blockade the 
principle is that one belligerent is entitled to cut off all supplies to 
the country of the other. This principle, as Sir Epwarp Grey 
pointed out in hig Note of 23rd July (59 Sonicrtors’ JourRNat, 
p. 690), the belligerent is entitled to make effective by any measures 
which can be called measures of blockade. True, blockade must be 
actual; it must apply to the ships of all neutral nations alike ; 
and it must not be against neutral ports. The Order in Council 
of 11th March started as a measure of retaliation, and the British 
Government did not at first treat it as a formal blockade requiring 
notification. Whether a measure of retaliation of this kind should 
affect neutrals may be a moot point; but practically the British 
Government have dropped the idea of retaliation, and have come 
to treat the Order in Council as establishing essentially a blockade. 
As such it is effective against the enemy coast in the North Sea, 
and it is not necessary that a blockade should extend over the whole 
of the enemy’s coast. There seems good reason, however, to sup- 
pose that the presence of British submarines in the Baltic has 
made it effective there too. The objection that it does not cut off 
Scandinavian shipping is met by the same answer. It cuts it off in 
the North Sea; probably now it cuts it off also in the Baltic. 
Against neutral ports Great Britain, we believe, has not purported 
to establish any blockade, and they are open for the traffic really 
destined for neutral countries. But as regards traffic destined for 
the enemy, the doctrine of continuous transport applies, and here 
again the United States is met by its own decisions in The Bermuda 
and The Springbok. It is objected that The Springbok was a case of 
contraband, and not of blockade running. Undoubtedly the 
question of contraband arose, but, as we read the judgment, it was 
based also on blockade running ; and in The Bermuda this significant 
passage occurs :—‘ The interposition of a neutral port between 


neutral departure and belligerent destination has always been a | 


favourite resort of contraband carriers and blockade runners. But 
it never avails them when the ultimate destination is ascertained.” 
Clearly contraband carrying and blockade running are placed on 
the same footing. The fact is that when once the doctrine of 
continuous transport is accepted—and it seems too late to ques- 
tion this now—the justification of the British procedure under the 
Order in Council is easy. It is not necessary té base it on retalia- 
tion ; it is a natural adaptation of the principle of blockade to the 
circumstances of the present war, an adaptation, moreover, which, 
to judge from the figures given by Sir Epwarp Grey in his letter 


of 13th August, referred to above, has not been inconsistent with | 


a large increase of trade between the United States and neutral 
countries near Germany. 

The third head of objection—the competency of British Prize 
Courts to decide on questions arising under the Order in Council— 
is of minor importance, and we have deprecated the view taken in 


| are bound to assume that Orders in Council are in accordance witli 
International Law. They may ox may not be; but the primary 
duty of a Prize Court should be to determine according to the 
current accepted International Law, applying it, in the manner 
judges are accustomed to do, to existing circumstances. Save on 
this point, there seems to be no reason to expect that the United 
States will be able permanently to oppose the British conduct of 
the present war at sea. 
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Abstracts of Title.—Notes on perusing Titles and an Epitome 
of the Notes arranged by Way of Reminders. By Lewis E. Emmet, 
Solicitor. Seventh Edition. The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society 
(Limited). 15s. net. 

Conveyancing.—The Conveyancer: A monthly Review 
Devoted Solely to Matters Connected with Conveyancing and 
Commercial and Mercantile Documents, December, 1915. The 
Chancery Press (Limited). 2s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


Accidents Arising “ Out of’? Employment. 
[Vo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter’. 


Sir,—Some recent decisions of the English Appeal Court, on 
section 1 (1) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, practically 
deprive a large number of employees of the benefits which, there 
can be no doubt, the legislature intended they sheuld receive. 

In the case of JZadwin v. Shepherd, decided this month by the 
Master of the Rolls and Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., the 
Court held that a manageress of a café who, in the course of her 
employment, traversed a level crossing twice each day, and was run 
over and seriously and permanently injured in so doing, was not 
entitled to compensation for her injuries, apparently on the ground 
that the crossing, which led to a public promenade where the café 
was situated, was open to and used by the public, and therefore 
the employee did not run any greater risk than any other member 
of the public who chose to use the crossing. ‘ 

This decision seems inconsistent with the recent case of J/cNeice 
v. Singer Sewing Machine Co. (48 Se. L. R. 15), which was 
| approved and followed in the English case of Pierce v Provident 
Clothing Co. (1911, 1 K. B. 997); and the still more recent case 
of Bett v. Hughes (1914, Ct. Sess. : 1915, 8S. C. 150 ; 52 Sc. L. R. 
93), in which last case a coachman whose duty it was to fetch letters 
from a post office four miles away, and who at times might have to 
go to the post office every evening, and at other times not for a 
fortnight, was injured when returning home on his bicycle by a 
man lurching against him, and it was hekd by the Court of Session 
that the injury by accident arose “out of” as well as in the course 
| of his employment, and that the man was entitled to compensation. 
The President, in his judgment, said :—“ It was said that the same 
accideht might have befallen any member of the public whe chanced 
to be riding a bicycle on that road at that time. That is true, but 
irrelevant. The Statute recognizes no such distinction. If the dis- 
tinction was sound, then the vast majority of workmen would be 
deprived of the benefits of this Act, Sensi they, in the course of 
and arising out of their daily employment, encounter the very same 
risks which are faced every day by members of the public.” 

The judges of the English Court of Appeal declined to follow 
this case, and intimated that, in their opinion, it was wrongly decided ; 
|and it seems very desirable that some case in which the different 
constructiens placed on the words “arising out of the employment” 
| might be taken to the House of Lords, and the question authorita- 
| tively settled. 
| It is, to say the least, very unsatisfactory that the words of the 
| Statute should receive a different interpretation, according to the 
| fact whether the accident occurred North or South of the Tweed. 
| The decisions of the Scotch Courts seem to give a more reasonable 
construction to the words “arising out of” than those of the Eng 
lish Appeal Courts, which seem to have reduced to chaos what 
ought to have been a“fairly clear code of law. ALPHA. 

ov. 23. 

[See under “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S./.] 





| 








| To Soricirors, BANKeRs, AND OrHers.—Equitable Trust of London, 
Limited, of 3, Lombard-street, London, E.C., undertakes the registra- 
tion of probate and transfer of shares from the name of a deecas 
shareholder of Canadian and U.S.A. companies. Write for pamphlet, 
The Zamora (59 Soxicrtors’ Journat, 614) that our Prize Courts | free on application. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. | 


COOPER v. NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY CO. No.1. 9thand 
25th November. 


‘WorKMEN’s COMPENSATION—ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF THE EmpLoy- 
MENT—BOMBARDMENT OF Coast Town By ENEMy—Encine-Driver 
ox Dury Wounpep—Risk Common To GENERAL PuBLic—Work- 
men’s ComPEnsaTion Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (L). 


A railway engine-driver while on duty in charge of his engine was 
wounded by the explosion of a shell fred by the enemy during the 
bombardment of the Hartlepools. 

Held, that as the evidence shewed he was not exposed to any greater 
risk than other persons who were out of doors at the time in the same 
locality, the accident did not arise out of the employment. 

Kelly v. Kerry County Council (42 Zr. Z. 7’. 23) applied. 


Appeal by the workman from a decision of the county court judge 
at West Hartlepool. The appellant was an engine-driver in the 
respondents’ service, and at 8 a.m. on 16th December, 1914, was on 
duty with his engine shunting in some sidings near the sea between 
Hartlepool and West Hartlepool, when a German squadron commenced 
to bombard the town. About 8.15 a.m. a shell burst forty yards away, 
and Cooper and his fireman then left the engine and sought shelter 
behind a wagon attached to it. A few minutes later Cooper returned 
to the engine in order to open the injector, which was necessary to 
prevent the water getting too low in the boiler, and upon leaving the 
engine to get back to shelter again was struck by a splinter of shell 
and seriously wounded. Owing to the bombardment 120 persons were 
killed or died of wounds, and a large number were wounded. Upon 
Cooper applying for compensation, the county court judge held that the 
fact that he was on duty did not expose him to any greater risk than 
any member of the public in Hartlepool at the time. The applicant 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tuer Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said it was clear that the accident arose 
in the course of the employment, as Cooper had not abandoned his 
engine. But the county court judge had found as a fact 
that it could not be said to have arisen out of the employment. In 
answer to a question put to him by the Court, he told them that he 
could not say whether the man was exposed to greater risk by going 
to attend to the engine when he was injured, and added, “‘ But I did 
consider whether he was exposed to greater danger by reason of being 
in charge of the engine, and in my opinion he was not.’’ The answer 
did not alter his decision at all. Unless the learned judge misdirected 
himself, his finding of fact could not be interfered with, and his lord- 
ship could find no trace of misdirection. The principles had been laid 
down not only.in that court but in the : om of Lords. The 
lightning cases—Andrew v. Failsworth Industrial Society (1904, 
2K. B. 32) and Kelly v. Kerry County Council (42 Ir. L. T. 23)— 
clearly established the distinction between cases where there was and 
where there was not a special risk connected with the employment. 
In each case the man was doing what he was employed to do. That 
only established that the accident arose in the course of, and not that 
it arose out of, the employment. So in Warner v. Couchman (1912, 
A. C. 35) the House of Lords held that the driver of a baker’s cart, 
whose right hand was injured by frost-bite on a very cold day, could 
not claim compensation, because he was no more exposed to the risk 
of frost-bite than any other man driving on country roads. The 
House of Lords again in Plumb v. Cobden Flour Miils (1914, A. C. 68) 
expressed approval of what he (the Master of the Rolls) had said in 
Craske v.Wigan (1909, 2 K. B. 635), viz., that it was not enough for a 
workman to say that he would not have been injured if he had not 
been at work where he was. The appellant must prove that he was 
exposed by the nature of his work to some special or peculiar risk 
beyond that of all other inhabitants of Hartlepool. There could be no 
doubt that many, if not most, of the persons killed or injured in the 
bombardment were ons the work they were employed to do, and it 
would be straining the law to hold that the employers in such cases 
were liable to pay compensation. He might also refer to Mitchinson 
v. Day Brothers (1913, 1 K. B. 603), and especially to the judgment of 
Hamilton, LJ., as illustrating the same principle. Wistaver the 
sympathies of the Court might be, they could do nothing but dismiss 
the present appeal. 

Bankes, L.J., concurred, and Warrineton, L.J., delivered judg- 
ment to the same effect.—Counsrt, Rawlinson, K.C., and Edmund 
Browne ; Leslie Scott, K.C., and Edgar Meynell. Soxxcrrors, Pattinson 
& Brewer; R. F. Dunnell, York. 


[Reported ty H. Lawcoronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


SCHAFFENIUS v. GOLDBERG. No.1. 26th November. 
Alien Enemy—German Restpent Recisterep nv ENGLAND—LICENCE 
To Remain—Svussequent INTeERNMENT—RicHT TO SvE on CONTRACT 
ENTERED INTO BerorE INTERNMENT. 
The internment as a prisoner of war of a resident alien enemy who 
has previously been registered in this country under the Aliens Restric- 





tion Order, and thereby impliedly licensed to remain here under pro- 
tection, does not deprive him of his ordinary civil rights, including the 
right to maintain an action, acquired before the internment. 
Sparenburgh v. Bannatyne (5 Bos & P. 163) applied. 
Decision of Younger, J., affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendant from a decision of Younger, J. (reported 
ante, p. 8). The plaintiff was a German resident in England, 
who had lived here for twenty-two years, but had never 
been naturalized. Immediately after the outbreak of war he was 
registered by the police under the Aliens Restriction Order. In 
March, 1915, he entered into a contract with the defendant for the 
manufacture by the latter of picture-frame mouldings. The defendant 
agreed, in consideration of being financed to the extent of £500, to 
manufacture exclusively for the plaintiff, who also had an option to 
enter into a partnership with him. In July, 1915, the plaintiff was 
interned and sent to a concentration camp in the Isle of Man. The 
defendant then repudiated the contract on the ground that the plaintiff 
was an alien enemy. The plaintiff brought the present action for an 
injunction to restrain the defendant from supplying picture-frames to 
any other persons and for a return of the money advanced. The defen. 
dant took the preliminary objection that the plaintiff, being an alien 
enemy and a prisoner of war, was not entitled to sue. Younger, J., dis- 
missed the objection, and the defendant appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the facts of the case, said 
that the only point raised was that the plaintiff could not take any proceed- 
ings because of his internment. The Court must be careful not to say 
anything inconsistent with Porter v. Freundenberg (1915, 1 K. B. 857). 
That case decided that nationality was not the test for the purpose of 
deciding who was an alien enemy. It also decided that registration 
operated as a licence from the Crown to remain in the country. It did 
not, however, decide that such a licence could not be revoked. Here, 
unless it could be said that the licence had been revoked by the intern- 
ment, it was still good. His lordship did not intend to go through all 
the authorities, most of which were referred to in Porter v. Freunden- 
berg (supra). But a new point had been raised. It was said that, 
although a licence to remain here had been granted, it only lasted so 
long as the Crown did not molest the appellant, and that by interning 
him the Crown had molested him. The only authority cited for this 
was Wells v. Williams (1 Lord Raym. 282), and the passage relied on 
was not to be found in the other report in Salkeld. And it only went 
to shew that for the Crown to withdraw a licence granted to an alien 
would be molestation. His lordship declined to assume that such an 
important proposition as that contended for could be established by a 
single sentence in Lord Raymond’s report. Then it was said that there 
was no authority supporting the plaintiff’s claim to sue, while there was 
authority against it. The authorities cited were Hx parte Liebmann 
(32 T. L. R. 3) and other older cases, holding that a prisoner of war was 
not entitled to take out a writ of habeas corpus. That was a perfectly cor- 
rect decision, but he could not agree with certain observations of 
Low, J., and Bailhache, J., which went beyond the actual point decided. 
But the case was not really bare of authority. In Sparenburgh v. Ban- 
natyne (1 Bos. & P. 163), Eyre, C.J., said that a prisoner of war did 
not differ from any other person in custody for an offence he had com- 
mitted. Therefore a prisoner of war was not put outside the law, but 
was entitled to assert his civil rights. It would shock his lordship to 
have to say that a man like the plaintiff had lost all power of enforcing 
his rights in respect of the trade he had been carrying on since March 
last. [His lordship then quoted from — of Heath and 
Rooke, JJ., in the same case.] *A prisoner of war was not adhering to 
the King’s enemies, but was here under the King’s protection, and could 
contract and sue on his contracts. But he did not base his decision on 
that case alone. It was only in accord with general principle that the 
restraint imposed on the freedom of movement of an interned German 
did not deprive him of the civil rights enjoyed by him as a resident 
here before his internment. . 

Bankes and Warrrnoton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the latter observing that the plaintiff, having duly complied with 
the alien registration rules, preserved all his ordinary civil rights.— 
Counset, Elkin; J. B. Matthews, K.C., and 8. Duncan. Sotictrors, 
A. de Frece & Co.; Humphreys, Phillips, & Co. 


[Reported by H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Ke HUMPHREYS. WREN v. WARD AND OTHERS. Sargant, J. 

19th October. 

Wrui—Girr or SHarrs—Reconstruction—INcLusIon oF STOCK. 

A gift of “all my shares in” the A, B, and C companies was held 
to pass preferred ordinary stock into which the shares in the company 
had: been converted on a reconstruction of that company and amalga- 
mation with another company, but not a debenture bond which had 
been created by a reconstruction of the A company, nor debenture 
stock of the O company similarly created on a reconstruction. 

This was a summons to determine (inter alia) what passed under a 
gift to A. M. Alexander. The facts were ag follows :—A. W. Hum- 
phreys, by his will dated 30th June, 1913, appointed the plaintiffs the 
executors and trustees thereof, and bequeathed to A. M. Alexander “all 
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my shares in Town Properties of West Australia (Limited), the Great 





testator died on 29th December, 1914, and his will was duly proved. 


The testator originally held twenty shares of £1 each in a company | eri! : ‘ 
€ | goods, which he did. The plaintiff claimed the goods, and interpleader 


called the Town Properties of West Australia (Limited), and in 1905 
this company was reconstructed into a new company called the Town 
Properties of West Australia (1905) (Limited), the shareholders of the 
old company accepting a 10s. debenture and a 1s. share in the new 
company for every £1 share held by them in the old company. The 
testator received in exchange for his shares in the old company a deben 
ture bond for £10 and twenty shares of 1s. each in the new company, 
and these he held at the time of his death. The testator originally 
held ten ordinary shares of £10 each in the Great Central Railway Co., 
which he purchased in June, 1892, and three second preference shares 
of £10 each in the Lancashire, Derbyshire and East Coast Railway Co., 
allotted to him in July, 1897, and in January, 1907, these shares were 
converted into £50 preferred ordinary stock, £50 deferred ordinary 
stock, and £51 second debenture stock of the Great Central Railway 
Co., all of which were held by the testator at the time of his death. 
At the time of his death testator held twenty-nine shares of £10 
each in the Agricultural Hall Co. (Limited) and £200 debenture stock 
of the same company. Counsel for A. M. Alexander contended that 
the debenture bond and debenture stocks, and the shares in the recon- 
structed company, as well as the other shares, passed under the gift. 
Counsel for the other beneficiaries argued that, as the testator had 
shares in all the companies, only stocks and shares, and not debentures, 
passed to A. M. Alexander. 

SarGAnt, J., said that the testator, having shares in the Agricultural 
Hall Co., bought other shares and debenture stock of that company. 
The original and the additional shares passed by the gift, but not the 
debenture stock. As regarded the Great Central Railway Co., the 
testator had shares and debenture stock long before the date of the 
will, and some of the shares and the debenture stock arose from the 
conversion of a former company; but it was not permissible to look 
into the past history of the company, and it was clear on the authorities 
that the gift passed the stock into which shares had been converted, 
but not the debenture stock. As to the Town Properties of West 
Australia (1905) (Limited), the testator had originally a few shares in 
another company, and on a reconstruction he got for them shares in 
the present company and a bond of that company. In this case the gift 
passed the shares, but not the bond.—Counset, H. B. Vaisey; Herbert 
Jacobs; C. Lyttelton Chubb. Soricrrors, H. BE. Herman; Bate & Co.; 
John Holmes & Son. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-Law.] 


Re NEW YORK LIFE ASSURANCE CO. 
Practice—Summons or Petition—Lir& Assurance—DeEposit- IN 
Cournt—APPLICATION FoR PAYMENT oF Divipenps—Lire ASSURANCE 

Compantes Act, 1909 (9 Ep. 7, c. 49) 

An application for payment of dividends on the deposit paid into 
court, under the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1909, and the Board of 
Trade Order, 1910, rr. 2-4, may be made by summons under ord. 55, r. 
2 (3), of the Rules of the Supreme. Court, 1883, and need not be made 
by petition. 

Re Royal Exchange Assurance Co. (1910, W. N. 211) not followed. 

This was a petition for payment out of court of dividends on the 
deposit paid into court under the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1909, 
and the question was whether the application could have been made by 
summons in view of rule 9 of the Board of Trade Order, 1910. Counsel 
for the petitioner referred to the Annual Practice (1916, pp. 999, 1000) 
and the case of Re Royal Exchange Assurance Corporation (1910, 
W. N. 211) 

SarGant, J., while making the order asked for on the petition, stated 
that, in his opinion, a summons would be a perfectly proper mode of 
application for payment of the dividends.—Counset, W. 2. Vernon. 
tshuret, Morris, Crisp, & Co. 


Sargant, |. 23rd November. 


SOLICITORS 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-st-Law.] 


. > al . * 
King’s Bench Division. 
SALBSTEIN v. M. ISAACS & SONS (LIM.) AND LAW. 
Avory and Lush, JJ. 9th and 10th November. 


County Court—PRactict REMITTED INTERPLEADER I[ssvue—JURISDI 
TION TO Try THEREWITH CLAIM FoR Damaces—County Courts Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 157, 164—County Court Rvtes, 
Orp. 27, rn. 8; Orn. 33, r. 11 
By ord. 33, r 11, of the County Court Rules, no claim for damages 

is to be allowed in an interpleader issue remitted from the High Court 

to the ¢ ounty Court. 
Held, that this rule is not ultra vires. 


Appeal from Croydon County Court. The plaintiff, Joseph Salbstein, 
carried on business at Brighton, but left, and the business was con- 
tinued by his cousins, Julius and Harry Salbstein, under a firm name. 
They became bankrupt, and the plaintiff bought their business from 
the official receiver, taking Julius into his employment. Harry Salb- 
stein, in the name of his wife, then carried on an independent 
business, in the course of which he bought a quantity of lemons from 
the defendants, M. Isaacs & Sons (Limited). Under a misapprehension 








the latter sent in the account to the plaintiff, and eventually issued 


Central Railway Co., and Royal Agricultural Hall Co. (Limited).’’ The | a writ in the High Court against him under which they recovered judg- 


ment in default of appearance, and the defendant Mr. M. C. Law, 
their solicitor, directed the sheriff to levy execution on the plaintiff’s 


proceedings were initiated by the sheriff in the High Court. These 
were remitted to the Brighton County Court under section 17 of the 
Judicature Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 61). In those proceedings the 
plaintiff, the claimant, made no claim for damages. In the result it 
was adjudged that the goods were his. Some time later the plaintiff 
issued a summons in the Croydon County Court against the defendants, 


| M. Isaacs & Song (Limited), the execution creditors, and Law, their 


solicitor, claiming damages for trespass, and was awarded damages 
against both. From this decision the defendant Law appealed. It 
was contended on his behalf that the judge had no jurisdiction to 
deal with a claim for damages, because, on being remitted to the county 
court, the interpleader proceedings became a county court issue for all 
purposes, and by the effect of ord. 27, r. 8, of the County Court Rules, 
1914, where the claimant to goods taken in execution claims damages 
from the execution creditor or from the high bailiff in respect of the 
seizure of the goods, he must claim them in the interpleader issue or 
not at all. Ord 33, r. 11, which said that no claim for damages shall 
be allowed in any remitted interpleader proceedings, was ultra vires, 
first because it took away a right to claim damages in interpleader 
proceedings in the county court given by section 157 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, and secondly because under section 164 of that Act 
the Rule Committee only had power to frame rules for regulating the 
practice and procedure of the courts, and this rule dealt with matter 
of law. For the respondent it was contended that ord. 27, r. 8, did 
not apply to this case, as the only defendants mentioned therein were 
the execution creditor and the high bailiff, that in any case ord. 33, 
r. 11, in terms prevented the plaintiff from making his claim for damages 
in the interpleader, and was not ultra vires. Section 157 only applied 
where the interpleader proceedings were initiated by the high bailiff, 
while the present ones were initiated by the sheriff. As to section 164, 
this rule dealt with matter of practice and procedure, and not of law. 
Avory, J.—This was an action brought by Joseph Salbstein against 
M. Isaacs & Sons (Limited) and M. C. Law, their solicitor, for damages 
for trespass to his goods. The trespass complained of was an execution 
put in by M. Isaacs & Sons (Limited), and directed by Law. Prior to 
the trial of this claim, an interpleader issue had been tried in the 
Brighton County Court, in which it had been held that the goods so 
taken in execution were the property of the plaintiff, the claimant. 
There was, therefore, a case of trespass, and the judge of the Croydon 
County Court awarded the plaintiff five guineas damages against both 
the defendants. The defendant Law only appeals against that deci- 
sion, and it was contended on his behalf that this judgment should be 
set aside on the ground that the county court judge had no jurisdic- 
tion to hear the claim for damages, because it ought to have been put 
forward in the interpleader issue at Brighton or not at all, and ord. 27, 
r. 8, was relied on, which says : ‘‘ Where the claimant to goods taken 
in execution claims damages from the execution creditor or from the 
high bailiff for or in respect of the seizure of the goods, he shall in 
the particulars of his claim to the goods state the amount he claims 
for damages and the grounds upon which he claims damages.’’ I agree 
to this extent with the argument for the appellant, that the rule con- 
templates that any claim for damages in an interpleader issue in the 
county court initiated by the high bailiff shall be dealt with at the 
same time as the interpleader issue, where that issue was commenced 
in the county court. But our attention has been called to ord. 33, r. 11, 
of the,County Court Rules, 1914, which deals with interpleader pro- 
ceedings remitted from the High Court, as were the proceedings in 
this case. That rule says in the plainest possible terms that no claim 
for damages shall be allowed in any such proceedings. It is obvious 
that there was only one way out of the difficulty put in the appellant’s 
way by this rule, and his counsel did not hesitate to contend that it 
is ultra vires. I see no ground for upholding that contention. The 
rule clearly deals with a matter of practice and procedure, and was 
framed under section 164 of the County Courts Act, 1888. As a matter 
of history it appears to have been made to carry out the decision in 
Oliver v. Lewis (1889, W. N. 224). That being so, the appeal fails. 
Lusu, J.—Ord. 27, r. 8, does seem to make it obligatory upon a person 
whose goods have been wrongly taken in execution, if he seeks to claim 
damages from the execution creditor or the high bailiff, to make his 


| claim at the hearing of the interpleader issue. But it is a remarkable 


thing, which might well be considered by the Rule Committee, that this 
rule does not apparently contemplate that the person who really tells 
the high bailiff to seize the goods may be the solicitor of the execution 
creditor, the person who generally, in fact, does give the instructions. 
The singular result follows, if the execution creditor takes an active 
part in giving directions to the high bailiff, that, as against him, the 
claimant must make his claim at the hearing of the interpleader issue, 
while as against the solicitor he cannot, because that case is not pro- 
vided for in the rules. 
difficulty would have arisen, for in this case the plaintiff has claimed 
damages both against the execution creditors and against their solicitor, 
and was awarded damages against both. There is no evidence that the 
former took any part in directing the sheriff; but they have not ap- 
pealed, so that neither the question of evidence nor the question of law 
can arise as far as they are concerned. If the matter had remained 
under ord. 27, r. 8, it would be difficult for the solicitor to say that it 
applied to him, for he is not named in the rule. But when we turn to 
ord. 33, r. 11, the matter is placed beyond controversy, because the effect 
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of that rulé is that no claim for damages shall be allowed in a remitted 
interpleader issue. Counsel for the appellant contend that the rule is 
ultra vires, and referred to section 157 of the County Courts Act, 1888. 
There would have been force in the argument if the section had been 
differently worded, and the rule had, nevertheless, made the distinction 
between remitted and other county court actions, because, when re- 


mitted, the action becomes for all purposes a county court action. But | 


as it stands, section 157 allows the high bailiff to issue a summons call- 
ing before the county court the execution creditor and the claimant, and 
makes provision for the hearing of any claim for damages when the 
high bailiff has thus taken advantage of this statutory provision. But 
in this case it was the sheriff who did so, and not the high bailiff. 
Therefore section 157 has no application, and ord. 33, r. 11, is not, by 
reason of that section, ultra vires. The appeal must be dismissed.— 
CounseL, Newbolt, K.C., and M. J. Doherty; John Flowers. Soxtct- 
tors, Edgar & Co.; W. J. Wenham, for Cushman & Cunningham, 
Brighton. 
[Reported by W. L. L. Bet, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
wns + 
Division. 
IN PRIZE. 
“THE BILBSTER.” 6th Octob r. 

Prize Law—FReIGHT—ExpPenses or DIVERSION OF VOYAGE—AGENTS OF 
Enemy Owners—RIGHt oF AGENTS ON CONDEMNATION TO RECOVER 
Freicut Pap. 

Where a cargo has been seized by the Crown as prize, on the ground 
of alien enemy ownership, the English agents, whom the Court found 
paid the freight in order to preserve the goods for the owners, whom 


they knew to be enemies, were held to have no right to demand repay- 
went of the amount paid by the Crown out of the proceeds of the cargo. 


This was a claim by the Crown for condemnation of certain zinc 
seized on board the British ship Biubster at Swansea. Messrs. Merton 
& Co. put in a claim for repayment of £5,000 paid by them “in order 
to preserve the goods for the owners.’’ The facts sufficiently appear 
from the judgment. 

Sir Samuet Evans, P., in the course of a long considered judgment, 
said: These concentrates were shipped by the Austrian Metal Co. 
(Limited), at Port~Pirie, South Australia, for Antwerp, where part of 
them were discharged. The vessel was then diverted to Cardiff by the 
owners in consequence of the outbreak of war, and she eventually dis- 
charged at Swansea. One part of the’ seized goods was originally 
clamed by the Zine Corporation (Limited), and the remaining portion 
by Messrs. Merton & Co., of London, on behalf of the Austrian Metal 
Co. (Limited). No one appeared at the hearing to support the first 
cdaim, and on the second claim it was conceded that Bur Sondheimer & 
Co., metal merchants, of Frankfort, were the purchasers and owners at 
the time of the seizure. These portions, therefore, will be condemned. 
The sole remaining questions relate to claims by the shipowners for 
oe and expenses, and by Merton & Co. for the return of £5,000 
paid to the shipowners for freight. The shipowners’ claim for freight 
e allowed; their claim for the voyage 
It was for the 


Sir Samuel Evans, P. 


from Sydney to Antwerp will 
from Antwerp to South Wales will be disallowed. 
protection of their own property that they caused the vessel to be 


brought to an English port. The claim for the difference in the cost 
of discharging the cargo at Swansea instead of at Antwerp will also be 
disallowed. Dealing with Messrs. Merton & Co.’s claim, I say that 
they cannot recover the £5,000 freight against the shipowners, who 
have discharged their part of the bargain by giving up, on 
payment to them of the £5,000, their lien on the goods. That is all 
that they have contracted to do. They did not guarantee that, in any 
event, delivery should be given to Messrs. Merton & Co. The fact 
that the Crown afterwards seized the cargo did not affect the ship- 
owners, and gives no right whatever to Messrs. Merton & Co. to have 
the £5,000 repaid by the shipowners. Failing in this, Messrs. Merton 
& Co. ask that the amount shall be paid by the Crown to them out of 
the proceeds of the prize. Where freight has been innocently and 
honestly paid by persons for cargoes afterwards seized, which would 
have had to bear the burden of the freight if unpaid, it may be equit- 
able that the payment should be recouped by the captors; but, broadly 
speaking, in such a case the payment would have to be made in the 
usual course of business, and in circumstances where there is a request, 
expressed or implied, by the captors that the payment shall be made, 
or where the captors have done some act shewing their acquiescence in, 
or adoption of, the payment. A voluntary payment by persons for 
Motives or purposes of their own would not be sufficient ground for a 
claim for recoupment. Still less would it be sufficient if there were in- 
volved in the motives a desire to defeat the right of a belligerent or 
to escape a rightful seizure by the Crown. In the present case, for 
whomsoever the £5,000 was paid, Messrs. Merton & Co. made the pay- 
Ment in order to try to preserve the goods for the owners, whom they 
knew to be enemies, and to gain some possible advantage to them- 
selves or their principals or co-adventurers, the Metallgesellschaft of 
Frankfort. In acting thus they appear not to have hesitated to engage 
im commercial intercourse with the enemies of this country. Their 

im is one which has no foundation. To launch such a claim much 
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assurance is needed, and to persevere in it shews further a reckless 
want of appreciation of the possible consequences. The judgment of 
the Court is that the cargoes seized be condemned as prize, and_ that 
out of the proceeds £2,546 10s. be paid to the shipowners (that being 
the balance of the sum awarded to them after crediting the sum o 
£5,000 already received by them), and that the claim of Messrs, Merton 
& Co., both against the shipowners and agaimst the Crown, be dis- 
allowed.—Counsen, The Solicitor-General (Sir F. E. Smith, K.C., M.P.), 
A. Adair Roche, K.C., and R. A. Wright, for the Crown; Maurice 
Hill, K.C., D. C. Leck, K.C., and D. Stephens, for Merton & Co. ; 
fF. D. Mackinnon, K.C., and C. 7. Le Quesne, for the shipowners. 
Soticrtors, The Treasury Solicitor, for the Crown; Waltons & Co. ; 
Williamson, Hill, & Co., for Ingledew & Sons, Cardiff, for the ship- 
owners, 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
‘* THE FLAMENCO” v. ‘“*THE ORDUNA.” Sir Samuel Evans, P. 

25th October. 
Enemy Owner witH Nevutrat Domicize—CHANGE OF 
DomiciteE Berore SeizuRE—CONDEMNATION. 


Prize Law 


Copper belonging to a German subject carrying on trade in Brazil 
was shipped from that country to Liverpool and seized as prize. The 
German had left Chile before the seizure, and the evidence appeared to 
shew that he had been in Switzerland not long after it. 

Held, that although the country to which the German subject ap- 
peared to have betaken himself was, equally with Chile, a neutral 
country, yet he had by leaving Chile lost his neutral trade domicile, 
which he had acquired by residence in Chile, and had thereby revested 
himself with his original character as an enemy, and the goods were 
accordingly liable to condemnation. 

These two cases were tried together, the facts being simiiar. The 
Anglo-South American Bank claimed the goods ‘‘on behalf of them- 
selves and others as the true and lawful owners.’’ The cargoes were 
shipped from Chilian ports on c.i.f. contracts to Liverpool, and were 
seized as prize on their arrival at that port. The shipper was a German 
subject, one Hochschild, who up to the outbreak of war had been carry- 
ing on his trade in Chile. The Court had found that the property in the 
goods was still in him, and the question was whether he had lost his 
neutral trade domicile. 

Sir Samuet Evans, P.—This claim relates to 573 bags of copper 
matte and 56 bags of copper regulus shipped from Chilian ports on 
c.i.f. contractsto Liverpool. The bills of lading are dated 2nd August and 
3rd August, 1914, respectively. The shipper was one Moritz Hochschild, 
and the bills of lading were made out to himself or order or his assigns. 
It did not appear on what dates the voyages began; but the case was 
argued as if the goods were shipped and dispatched on the voyage before 
the outbreak of war. The Ordunagrrived at Liverpool on 300th Septem- 
ber and 7'he Flamenco on 22nd October. The Customs authorities refused 
to allow the goods to be delivered, pending proof of ownership, on 
suspicion of enemy interest. The formal seizure was on 9th November. 
Hochschild was a German subject who carried on his trade in a neutral 
country, viz., at Coquimbo, in Chile. In this trade he was financed 
by the claimant bank, who had a branch bank at Coquimbo. The bank’s 
registered office is in London. [And after stating the facts as to the 
course of business and deciding,’ in accordance with The Miramichi 
(59 Soticrrors’ Journat, 107; 1914, P. 71) that the property in the 
goods was in Hochschild, the President continued :] It remains to 
determine the character of Hochschild. Was he an enemy, owing 
allegiance to Germany in his original character of a German subject? 
Or was he, though a German subject, a person having a ‘‘ commercial 
domicile,’’ trading in a neutral country, and entitled to be treated as 
such in relation to his property engaged in that trade? In the claim 
and affidavits of the bank it is stated that ‘‘though a German subject, 
he does not reside or carry on business in any enemy country.”’ That 
does not supply the proper test. If he had given up his trade domicile 
in Coquimbo, it matters not to what country he betook himself. If he 
had gone to the United States of America or to Switzerland (as was 
suggested) he would for the purposes of this case be as clearly an enemy 
as if he had from a sense of patriotic duty returned to his native State. 
In a letter of 6th November, 1914, the bank say that Mr. Hochschild was 
believed at that time to be in Switzerland. From a later letter it 
appears that the information they had was that he was at Zurich. If 
he was in Switzerland early in November he must have left Chile long 
before the seizure. From the letter of 9th September, sent by the bank’s 
Coquimbo branch to London, I think it is safe to infer that Hochschild 
had left before that, otherwise he would have drawn on the bank 
against the 56 bags of copper. It was not suggested that any com- 
mercial business brought him so near to Germany as Switzerland. 





Questions arose relating to The Orduna shipment immediately after 
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arrival at Liverpoel on Wth September. 
branch at uimbo, would have the means of knowing whether he was 
still there or whether he had jeft with the intention of returning. It is 
stated that he was indebted in a large sum to the bank, so that they 
would not be devoid of interest in the whereabouts of their debtor. For 
a period of well over a year it does not appear that the bank in London 
or their branch in Chile has had any communication with him. Upon 
general principles, the courts have taken the view that the native char- 
acter easily revests, and it requires fewer circumstances in war-time to 
shew a resumption of the native domicile than to prove the assumption 
or continuance of a neutral trade domicile in one country of a subject 
originally native of another country (see La Virginie o C. Rob. 98; 
The Anne Green, Gall 2861; The Francis, ibid., at p. 616). These con- 
siderations are not less cogent in the case of native Germans who have 
emigrated to other lands for the purposes of profit than in that of 
other nationalities. In his classical judgment in 7'he Indian Chief (3 C. 
Rob. 12) Lord Stowell, in discussing the national character of Mr. 
Johnson, who had been settled in England as American Consul, said at 
p. 20: ‘* Taking it to be clear that the national character of Mr. Johnson 
as a British merchant was founded in residence only, that it was 
acquired by residence and rested on that circumstance alone, it must be 
held that. from the moment he turns his back on the country where 
he has resided on his way to his own country he was in the act of 
resuming his original character, and is to be considered as an American. 
The character that is gained by residence ceases by residence. It is an 
adventitious character which no longer adheres to him from the moment 
that he puts himself in motion bona fide to quit the country sine animo 
revertendi.”’ Chief Justice Marshall, in his elaborate judgment in the 
United States Supreme Court in 7'he Venus (8 Cranch, 253) founds part 
of his argument upon the duty of a citizen to return to his native State 
in times of war, and was prepared to say, at any rate where the com- 
mercial domicile was in enemy territory, that there was a natural pre- 
sumption in favour of his intention to return. Upon this part of the 
case I must regard the facts and the evidence ag if the claim were 
made by or on behalf of Hochschild himself. Upon the evidence and 
for want of explanations which might have been afforded if the absence 
of Hochschild from his business at Coquimbo were merely temporary 
and transitory, and had no connection with Germany or the war, I con- 
clude that before the seizure he turned his back upon Chile and his face 
towards Germany, that he abandoned his adventitious commercial resi- 
dence and domicile at Coquimbo, and re-vested himself fully in his 
original native garb as a German subject. I may add that if Hochsenild 
had started for Germany and so reverted to his original domicile, any 
return later during the war to resume hig business in Chile would not 
give him again a neutral commercial character so as to separate him 
from that of his native country (see per Story, J., in The Dos Hermanos, 
2, Wheaton’s Reports, at p. 98). Upon these grounds I find that the 
goods were the property of an enemy al the time of capture, and as 
such they were subject to condemnation as droits of Admiralty belong- 
ing to the Crown. I pronounce judgment accordingly, and order pay- 
ment into Court for the benefit of the Crown of the amount of bail 
given on the release of the goods.—Counsgx, 2. A. Wright; Leck, K.C., 
and J. G. Joseph. Soricrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; Davidson «: 
Morrias. 


The bank, through their own 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 





New Orders, &c. 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 26th November contains the following :— 


1. An Order in Council, dated 24th November, further amending the 
Proclamation of 28th July, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from the 


United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations. It 
includes the prohibition to all destinations of cotton wadding, cotton 
wool, and iron ore of all descriptions, 


2. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 24th November, making further 
additions and corrections to the lists of persons to whom articles to 
be exported to China and Siam may be consigned. 


The London Gazette of Wth November contains the following :— 


3. A Proclamation, dated Wth November, under section 43 of the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, as follows :— 


As from and after the 2lst day of December, 1915, subject as 
hereinafter provided, all machine tools and parts thereof, excluding 
small tools, shall be prohibited to be imported into the United 
Kingdom : 

Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that nothing in this 
Proclamation shall apply to machine tools and parts thereof, im- 
ported under the licence of the Board of Trade and subject to the 
provisions and conditions of such licence. 

This Proclamation may be cited as the Machine Tools (Prohibi- 
tion of Import) Proclamation, 1915. 

_ 4. An Order in Council, dated 30th November, scheduling the follow- 
ing area under the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regula- 
ions :— 

The Shorneliffe Area, being the area comprising the Boroughs 
of Deal, Dover, Folkestone, Hythe, Lydd, New Romney, and Sand- 


wich, and the Petty Sessional Divisions of Ashford, Deal, Elham, 
Romney Marsh, a | Wingham, in the County of Kent. 

5. An Order in Council, dated 30th November (printed below), 
| further postponing the coming into operation of the Merchant Ship. 
| ping (Convention) Act, 1914. 
| 6 An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 26th November (No. 1148 
| of 1915, cancelling No. 1059 of 1915), relating to England, South Coast. 
| It repeats the following :— 
| The Port of Newhaven is closed to all merchant vessels other 

than those employed on Government Service, and those which have 
previously obtained special permission to enter from the Divisional 
Naval Transport Officer, Newhaven. 


Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


Whereas on the 20th day of January, 1914, an International Conven- 
tion for the Safety of Life at Sea, and for purposes incidental thereto, 
was duly entered into by His Majesty and the other Signatory Powers 
more especially referred to and set out in the said Convention : 

And whereas a Statute 4 & 5 Geo. V. c. 50, intituled ‘‘ An Act to 
make such amendments of the Law relating to Merchant Shipping as 
are necessary or expedient to give effect to an International Convention 
for the Safety of Life at Sea,’’ (being the Convention above referred to), 
was passed on the 10th day of August, 1914, the short title of which 
is “The Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914”’: 

And whereas by Section 29, Sub-section 5, of the said Act, it was 
provided as follows :— 

“This Act shall come into operation on the 1st day of July, 1915: 

“ Provided that His Majesty may, by er in Council, from time 
to time postpone the coming into operation of this Act for such period 
not exceeding on any occasion of postponement one year as may be 
specified in the Order” : 

And whereas by Order in Council dated the 2nd day of June, 1915, 
His Majesty did postpone the coming into operation of the said Act 
until the lst day of January, 1916: 

And whereas His Majesty deems it expedient, owing to a state of 
War, that the provisions of the Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 
1914, should be further postponed : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
Council, in pursuance of the powers vested in Him by the above- 
recited provision, and of all other powers Him thereunto enabling, doth 
order, and it is hereby ordered, that the provisions of the Merchant 
Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914, shall be postponed from coming into 
operation until the lst day of July, 1916. 


Transfer of Ordnance Board. 
The following official announcement has been made : — 


In accordance with the decision of the Government, arrangements 
have been made between the Army Council and the Ministry of 
Munitions for the transfer to the latter of responsibility for designs, 
patterns and specifications, for the testing of arms and ammunition, 
and for the examination of inventions bearing on such munitions. 

Instructions have therefore been given for the immediate transfer to 
the Ministry of Munitions of the Ordnance Board, Research Department 
at Woolwich, Experimental Establishment at Shoeburyness, and the 
War,Office Inventions Department. 

In this connection the Army Council have placed the services of 
Major-General Du Cane, C.B., at the disposal of the Ministry of 
Munitions. 

Major-General John Philip Du Cane, says the 7'imes, is a distinguished 
artillery officer who has for some time past been employed on munitions 
work, He is fifty years old. He served all through the South African 
War, and was afterwards successively D.A.A.G. Staff College 
General Staff Officer, first grade, Army Headquarters. From 1911-12 he 
commanded Royal Artillery, Third Division. 





Master and Servant. 
‘''HE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 1906. 


RULE AS TO APPLICATION OF AMOUNT ALLOTTED TO A DEPENDANT, I 
Case OF HIs Dearn. 


The following Rule shall stand as Rule 64a of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1913, viz, :— 


Application of Amount allotted to Dependant, in case of Death. 

644. Application of amount allotted to dependant in case of death.) 
—/(1.) In the case of the death of a dependant for whose benefit any 
amount has been ordered to be invested, applied, or otherwise dealt 
with by the court, the following provisons shall apply. 

(2.) The balance of such amount remaining at the death of the 
dependant shall be subject to any order which may have been or may 
be made by the court for the variation of the order or award pursuatt 
to paragraph 9 of the First Schedule, and to Rule 64. 

(3.) In default of and subject to any such order, the court may o 
application made in accordance with paragraphs 2 and 3 of Rule 4 
without the filing of a petition, order that such balance be paid ou 
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or transferred to the legal personal representative of the deceased 
dependant. 

Submitted to the Lord Chancellor by the County Courts Rules Com- 
mittee. 

Wo. L. Sevre. 

W. C. Smyty. 
Rosert WooprFatt. 
THomas C. GRANGER. 
H. Tinpat ATKINSON. 

I allow this Rule, which shall come itto force on the thirteenth day 
of December, 1915. 

BuckMAsTER, C. 

The 18th day of November, 1915. 

Note.—This Rule has been made to secure uniformity of practice on 
applications with respect to amounts allotted to dependants who after 
wards die. 

The rule provides :— 

1, That such amounts shall be subject to any order which may be 
made varying the original order under paragraph 9 of section 1 of the 
Act : as to this, see Jvey v. Ivey (1912, 2 K. B. 118). 

2. That, subject to any such order, the balance may be paid out to 
the personal representative of the deceased on application made without 
a petition on the equity side of the Court. 


Emergency Statutes (5 & 6 Geo. 5). 
CHAPTER 85. 
Patents and Designs Act (Partial Suspension) Act, 


IQI5- 

An Act to suspend the operation of section twenty-seven of the Patents 
and Designs Act, 1907, during the continuance of the present war, 
and for a period of six months thereafter. 

23rd November, 1915.] 

Be it enacted, &c: 

1. Suspensicn of 7 Edw. 7, c. 29, 8. 27].—The operation of section 
twenty-seven of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, shall be suspended 
during the continuance of the present war, and for a period of six 
months thereafter, and in reckoning the period of four years men- 
tioned in the said section the period during which that section is 
suspended by virtue of this Act shall not be taken into account. 

2. Short title.}—This Act may be cited as the Patents and Designs 
Act (Partial Suspension) Act, 1915. 





Greece and the Ionian Islands. 


The Prime Minister has replied, in the Official Debates, to Mr. Mac- 
master’s question as to the terms and circumstances under which the 
Ionian Islands were ceded to Greece, and what nations are the sponsors 
and warrantors for the modern Greek Kingdom. 

Mr. Asquith quotes Article IV. of the Treaty of July, 1863, under 
which the Ionian Islands were ceded to the Hellenic Kingdom, and 
Article V., which provides that the islands, when their union with 
Greece has been effected, ‘‘ shall be comprised in the guarantee stipu- 
lated in Article III. of the present Treaty.’’ The terms of Article III. 
are as follows :— 

‘“*Greece, under the Sovereignty of Prince William of Denmark 
and the guarantee of the three Courts, forms a monarchical, inde- 
pendent, and constitutional State. 

The Treaty of 14th November, 1863, between Great Britain, Austria, 
France, Prussia, and Russia, provides for, in Article II., the perpetual 
neutrality of the lonian Islands and the exclusion therefrom, or from 
the waters thereof, of all armed forces, naval or military, beyond the 
number strictly necessary for the maintenance of public order and the 
collection of public revenue, and, in Article III., the demolition of the 
fortifications of Corfu and its dependencies. By Protocol, dated 25tn 
January, 1864, the five signatories agreed—(1) not to insist on the limi- 
tation of naval and military forces prescribed by Article Il. of the 
Treaty of 14th November, 1863; and (2) to limit the stipulation as 
regards neutrality to the islands of Corfu and Paxo and their depen- 
dencies. 

The guaranteeing Powers are Great Britain, France, and Russia. 








The Late Mr. Frank Lemon. 


At the sitting of the Wandsworth County Court, on Monday, Ist 
November, his Honour Judge Harrington, K.C., said : Before beginning 
work to-day I should like to say one or two words in reference to the 
loss which this court has sustained by the very sad death of Mr. Lemon 
It was only a fortnight ago that Mr. Lemon appeared in this court 
before me. Though never robust-looking, I certainly then was shocked 
to see how extremely ill he looked, and last Monday I was told he was 
seriously ill; and then only the other day—I think it was on Friday 
Mr. Bradley wrote to me to say he had passed away. Mr. Lemon must 
have practised in this court for a great many years. I have just now 
had some particulars of his career put before me, but I do not propose to 
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say anything about his career, because that is known, I have no doubt, 
to many of you here. He appears to have been connected with this 
court for no less than thirty years, and he had acted as official solicitor 
of this court, I am told, for twenty-five years. 

Now, what always struck me about Mr. Lemon was that he conducted 
his cases with most scrupulous fairness, and he had sound knowledge 
of the law and practice of the court. Apart from the great ability with 
which he put his arguments before the court, one knew that any state- 
ment of fact which Mr. Lemon made to the court could always be in- 
disputably relied on. Mr. Lemon was a most extremely high-minded 
man, he was a deeply religious man, he was a man of high ideals, and 
I feel sure he lived up to those ideals. I also feel sure that all those 
who knew him, and esteemed him, and have been so long associated 
with him in this court will deeply deplore his death, and will join with 
me in an expression of sincere sympathy with his widow and daughter 
in their bereavement. 

Mr. Drysdale Woodcock said : As the senior member of the Bar to- 
day I desire, on behalf of the Bar, and more particularly on behalf of 
those members of the Bar who knew Mr. Lemon, to associate myselt 
with this message of condolence which you propose should be sent to 
his family. I not only have the advantage of knowing Mr. Lemon in 
the way you knew him—and with due respect I will endorse every 
word about his scrupulous care in the conduct of all cases that he 
handled—I knew him as an opponent and I knew him as a client, and 
in each of those aspects he shewed constantly a scrupulous and cordial 
desire to be fair and honest with everyone with whom he came into 
contact. Years ago, it is in my memory, some small item of a closed 
account had been carried through on a taxation. Mr. Lemon, on look- 
ing up his office work, found that something had been charged for that 
had not been done, and I very well remember the care he took to come 
to the court to repay the small item. 

Mr. G. F. Berney (Messrs. Corsellis & Berney) said : On behalf of the 
junior branch of the profession, and especially the solicitors of Wands 
worth, of whom I happen to be senior, I wish respectfully to concur 
in your honour’s observations. For myself I may say that I can well 
recollect the days when Mr. Lemon came to Wandsworth, and through- 
out his career everybody respected him. In addition to his ability and 
to his energy, he had the high gift of unselfish courtesy in all his 
transactions, and to them was joined the blessing of a very fine private 
life. The whole of that part of the profession for whom I speak, and 
the people who knew him here, will alt deeply regret his Joss. 

Mr. Ames, of the firm of Messrs. Taylor, Willcocks, & Co., in which 
Mr. Lemon was a partner, said : I will convey to the late Mr. Lemon’s 
wife and to his daughter the kind message which you have delivered 
from the Bench, and Mr. Woodcock and Mr. Berney. At the same time 
I should like to add that we ourselves feel that we have lost a very 
great friend and able colleague. 








Expulsion of Leader of Brussels Bar. 


The news of German inisdeeds in Belgium travels slowly in these 
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Reign of Terror exists 
Post, has only just 
Theodor, the Batonnier, or Chief of the 
Brussels, has followed so many other 
distinguished members of the Belgian population into captivity 
in Germany It appears that as long ago as Ist September 
M. Théodor was summoned to the Kommandatur in Brussels and there 
kept for a time in solitary confinement. It was not until four days 
later that his colleague, Maitre Henri Botsom, a former Batonnier, was 
permitted to visit him, and on 7th September the population of Brussels, 
where M. Théodor is held in the highest respect for the courage he has 
shewn in championing their cause since the beginning of the German 
occupation, learned with consternation that he had been deported to 
Bielefeld for the period of the war 

The reason given by the notorious Wolff Agency for the measure was 
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that M. Théodor had forbidden a barrister to plead in the interest of 
a client the decree, dated 10th November, 1914 [probably 20th Novem. 
ber, see 59 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 186], of the Governor-General on the 
subject of leases. That, of course, was a mere official excuse. M. 
Théodor’s real offence was that he had shewn himself to be a patriotic 
Belgian. On a previous occasion his conduct. of a case, in which g 
German firm was concerned, had given rise to an inquiry, as a result 
of which the German Governor wrote to him and said : ‘‘ I am informed 
that there is a disinclination on the part of Belgian counsel to take up 
the cases of German subjects in the courts. If this is the case, the 
Imperial Gvernment will be under the necessity of safeguarding Ger. 
man interests in some other way.” 

In his reply M. Théodor said that he had nothing to do with the 
private opinions of his colleagues, especially as regarded their relations 
with the Germans, but that he could honestly say that an advocate 
worthy of the name who undertook to defend the interests of a German 
subject in a court of law would be bound in honour to do all he could 
for the success of his client. ‘* No doubt,’’ he added, ‘‘ since they have 
invaded us, the Germans have become our enemies. Menaced, as we 
are, in our very existence by them, we fight them with all the bitterness 
of an ingrained national spirit. On the other hand, the individual 
German who appears as a litigant in our courts encounters no preju- 
dices, no ill-feeling, no vexatious acts. If his honour, his liberty, or 
his interests are unjustly menaced, the Bar will be there to protect him. 
As to the threat that other measures will be taken—measures the 
nature and bearing of which I cannot guess—it is superfluous. It will 
not alter our attitude in the least. We shall act in the future, as in 
the past, without preoccupation of any kind and with no other motive 
than that of doing what is right.”” Nothing seems to have come of the 
affair, but not long afterwards M. Théodor was again at loggerheads 
with the German authorities. In February last he addressed a letter 
to the Governor-General, Baron von Bissing, in which he protested 
against the proceedings of a tribunal in which a German judge, without 
a jury, condemned Belgian people to severe penalties for all sorts of 
offences or pretended offences. 

He pointed out that these condemnations were not subject to any 
sort of appeal, and that those who were sentenced had had no previous 
opportunity of knowing the state of the law or what was permissible 
or what was forbidden. The whole thing he characterised as the nega- 
tion of all principles of law. At the same time he protested against 
the continued occupation of the Palais de Justice by German soldiers 
as a violation of the terms of The Hague Convention, and asked whether 
it was not time that it should be restored to its rightful occupiers, the 
Bench and Bar of Brussels. Again and again M. Théodor asserted the 
rights of the Belgian lawyers and the Belgian people, with the result 
that he was a marked man. The climax seems to have come when 
German police officers broke into the chambers of two members of the 
Brussels Bar who had been engaged in the litigation concerning the will 
of King Leopold II., and seized a number of rivate documents. M 
Théodor protested against this arbitrary proceeding, again pointing out 
that there had been a breach of The Hague Convention, which enacted 
that the professional secrets of doctors and lawyers were inviolable 
The answer of the authorities was to arrest him, and, as has already 
been said, to send him off into confinement in Germany. The whole 
affair is of profound significance. If a man like M. Théodor, beloved 
and respected by his fellow-countrymen, receives such treatment, one 
may judge of the terrible position of several millions of less prominent 
Belgians who are for the time being absolutely at the mercy of a brutal 
and relentless soldiery. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society, 


Unrversity or Lonpon Law Stupents’ Socrery.—At a meeting held 
on Tuesday, 3th November, 1915, at University College (Professa 
Hurst in the chair), the subject for debate was: ‘‘ That i reglinges % 
New Patagonia Meat and Cold Storage Co. (Limited) (1914, A. C. 2) 
was wrongly decided. Mr. C. C. Gallagher opened in the affirmative 
and Mr. Morden in the negative. The following members also spoke :- 
Messrs. R. F. Levy (president), Godwin, D. ow Lee, Gregor 
owski, and Bradbury. The leaders, having replied, the chairmat 
summed up, and on the motion being put to the meeting it was 
by one vote. 














Obituary. 
Mr. Francis D. Adamson. 


Second Lieutenant Francts Dovetas Apamson, who was killed # 
France on 16th November, was the son of the Rev. C. E. Adams0d, 
formerly of Westoe, and now of Houghton-le-Spring. He was edu 
at Durham School and St. John’s College, Cambridge, and had entered 
the Middle Temple, but on the outbreak of war enlisted in the Public 
Schools Battalion, from which he was sel for a course at 
hurst. He joined the Border Regiment and went through the battle of 
Loos. He was known as a keen Footballer. One of his brother office? 
writes : ‘‘ We have lost a fine soldier; he was one of the coolest mé@ 
under fire and was very popular with all his grenade section and every’ 
one.”” 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Sir Witt1am Byrne, K.C.V.O., C.B., has been re-elected treasurer of 
Gray’s-inn for the ensuing year. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice ATKIN has been re-elected vice-treasurer of 
Gray’s-inn. 

Mr. Patrick Rose-Innes, K.C., and Mr. C. G. Cuurcn have been 
elected Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to the Jate Mr. William 
Latham, K.C., and the late Sir George Farwell. 

Mr. Joun Fetrx Watey, barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, has been appointed 
secretary to the Council of Legal Education in place of the late Mr. 
Frederick Dapp. Mr. Waley was called to the Bar in 1892. 


General. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. Tennant informed Mr. 
Peto that the number of British military prisoners in Germany was 
approximately 32,000 and of naval prisoners 1,050. 

A Reuter’s message from St. John’s, Newfoundland, dated 26th 
November, says : The plebiscite on the liquor question has resulted in 
a complete endorsement of the prohibition policy, and, consequently, the 
measure prohibiting the import, manufacture, or sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Newfoundland or its dependencies will automatically become 
operative on lst January, 1917. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, replying to Sir E. Cornwall, said he proposed to introduce 
in the Finance Bill on report an amendment substituting 31st January, 
1916, for 3ist December, 1915, as the date before which it would be the 
duty of persons liable to pay excess profits duty to give notice to the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 

At the annual meeting of the Court of Liverpool University last 
Saturday Sir Alfred Dale, Vice-Chancellor, proposed a new ordinance 


toenable the university to deprive a person guilty of discreditable | 


conduct offensive to the State or detrimental to its welfare of his degree 
diploma, certificate, or distinction. He said it was desirable that the 
university should be able to cancel a degree granted to anyone who 
maligned our nation or who degraded civilised warfare to the brutality 
of the barbarian. Tite unhappy experience of the past eighteen months 
had shewn that in some cases such power was necessary. 
was approved. 

Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., says the 7'imes, has given his decision, as 
arbitrator, in the case in which Mr. Robert Horner claimed £650,000 
from the City Corporation for the acquisiticn of his leasehold interest 


in Spitalfields Market, and certain private property surrounding it. | 


Expert witnesses on behalf of the Corporation valued Mr. Horner’s 
interests at not more than £200,000. 
Horner is entitled to receive £316,500. At the meeting of the City Cor- 
poration on 4th November it was announced that Mr. Horner had been 


awarded £284,500 (ante, p: 65). 


A Reuter’s message from The Hague, dated 22nd November, says :— 
The German Government has written to the Dutch Minister in Berlin | 
apologising for the flight over Dutch territory of its aircraft on 14th 
October, one over Terschelling and the other over various places in the 


province of Zeeland. The Imperial Government expresses its sincere 


The ordinance { 


Mr. Russell has decided that Mr. | 


The arbitration began on 5th October. | 


regret and attributes the incident to the thick fog, which rendered | 


navigation difficult. The Zimes adds: On 14th 
hostile airships was reported as having attacked the London area and 
the Eastern Counties, and the same day its correspondent at Amsterdam 
telegraphed that great resentment was felt in Holland at the passage 
over Dutch territory on the return journey. 


October a fleet of | 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday the Earl of Halsbury presented 
a Bill to deal with enemy companies registered as British companies, 
which was read a first time. 

In the House of Commons, on the 23rd ult., Mr. Pennefather asked if 
the position of Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster carried with it a 
salary of £2,000 a year, but only few duties and activities; and, if so, 
whether the Government would set an example in economy by reducing 
the salary attaching to that office if it should be necessary to appoint a 
new Chancellor to the Duchy. Mr. Asquith: The question of the best 
means of dealing with this office and its emoluments has been under my 
consideration since it became vacant. The answer to the first part of 
the question is in the aftirmative, but the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster has almost invariably undertaken other work in addition to 
the duties of his office. The salary attaching to that office is charged 
on the Civil List and is not voted by Parliament. 

The London County Council, on 26th November, at a special sitting, 
considered the case of the Bechstein Hall, Wigmore-street. The 
Theatres and Music Halls Committee had refused the licence on the 
ground that the proprietors, Edwin and Carl Bechstein, were alien 
enemies. Mr. G. Elliott, K.C., on behalf of the mortgagees, the 
London County and Westminster Bank, asked that the committee's 
decision should be reversed. There was not, he said, the slightest 
danger that a single farthing would be sent to Germany. Mr, Ernest 
Wilde, K.C. (for Mr, Herbert Sinclair, who opposed the licence), said 
the hall was being used to advertise German goods. German goods 
only were sold on the premises, and only Bechstein pianos were used in 
the hall. The council, with one dissentient, upheld the recommendation 
of the committee. 


While the number of applications at the Foreign Office for passports 
is very large, averaging some 300 a day, very few, says the 7'imes, are 
issued to eligible men of military age. They all have to fill in the 
green form which must be attested either by a stipendiary police magis- 
trate or by two justices of the peace. Experience shews that very few 
men who might be useful for military or munition purposes succeed in 
getting their forms satisfactorily countersigned. Even then the last 
word rests with the Foreign Office. Men entrusted with important 
commercial missions are not refused passports even if they are of mili- 
tary age, but it is suggested that employers might reasonably seleet 
representatives above the military‘ age. Much difficulty is caused at 
the Passport Office by the practice of not sending in applications until 
the last moment. They should be made several days at least before 
the passports are required. 

Lord Bryce, says the Times, was in the chair at a meeting of the 
Royal Historical Society at 22, Russell-square last Saturday, when 
Professor W. 8S. McKechnie read a lecture on ‘‘ Magna Carta.’’ Lord 
Bryce said one reflection that would occur to them was the difference 
it might have made to other countries to have had in the course of 
historical development documents from earlier days that held to them 
the position Magna Carta held to us. Magna Carta meant a great deal 
to the Barons, and it enabled the men of the seventeenth century to 
render greater service tothe cause of freedom. It gave them the advan 
tage of saying, ‘‘ We stand on the old past; these are the ancient liber- 
ties of England.’”’ This was the basis of the spirit of the ‘‘ Petition 
of Right’ and, a century and a quarter later, of the Declaration of 
Independence. Magna Carta might be said to be the parent of written 
constitutions and documents that sought to limit arbitrary power. That 
was a thought itself with’the circumstances in which we 
stood. We rightly claimed that. wee were fighting for liberty in its 
primal, fundamental form—the right of a community against oppres- 
sion. 

Authority to provide for the registration of establishments for 
massage or special treatment in London has, says the 7'imes, been given 
to the London County Council by a General Powers Act promoted by 
the Council and just passed by Parliament. The County Council has 
accordingly issued a public notice that on and after 1st February no 
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person may carry on an establishment for the reception or treatment of 
persons requiring massage, manicure, chiropody, light, electric, vapour 
or other baths, or other similar treatment, unless the name of such 
person and the premises used for that purpose are registered with the 
Council. Application for registration, accompanied by a fee of one 
guinea, must be made to the Council on or before 23rd December. 
Establishments conducted by qualified medical practitioners wnder cer- 
tain conditions are exempt. The Council may make by-laws for thé 
prevention of immorality in such premises ; officers of the Council may 
enter and inspect them; and the Council may refuse or cancel registra- 
tion if it has reason to believe that the applicant is of bad character 
or that the premises are being used for any immoral purpose. Fines up 
to a maximum of £50 and imprisonment up to a period of three months 
may be imposed for offences in contravention of the Act. 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
‘*Oxford’’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘Oxford’’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY a. Court Mr. Justice 


o. 1. JOYOR, 
Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Church Mr. Jolly 
Borrer Farmer Greswell 
Goldschmidt Borrer 
Leach 


Synge 
Borrer 


Farmer 
Greswell Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER. 
Mr. Farmer 


Mr. Justice 


Date. NEVILLE. 


Monday .. Dec. 
Tuesday ..... 

Wednesday .. 
Thursday .... 
Bee? §asceoce 
Satunday 


OTA. 
6 Mr. Synge 
7 Church 
Yarmer Leach 
Bloxam Church 
Greswell Synge 
Jolly Farmer 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Eve. SARGANT. 
. 6 Mr. Leach 


Mr. Borrer 
7 Goldschmidt Leach 
8 Chureh Greswell 
= Greswell Jolly 
covcece 10 Jolly Bloxam 


~ll Borrer Synge 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior Sales. 


December 7, 14.—Messrs. RogERs, CHAPMAN & THOMAS, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Ground Rents and Freehold Investment (see advertisement, back page, last week). 

December 15.—Messrs. Epwin FOx, BURNETT & BADDELEY, at the Mart, at 2: City 
of London Freehold Property (see advertisement, back page, last week and this week). 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 
Mr. Bloxam 
Jolly 
Synge 
Farmer 


Church 
Goldschmidt 


Date. 
Monday .. 
; ynge 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Church 














Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette—FRIDAY, Nov. 19. 


NATIONAL Income TAX Recovery, Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or befure Dec 31, 

to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
_Mr. Arthur Ellis Grigg. 36 Baldwin st, Bristol, liquidator. 

NELSON Ling (LONDON) Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 10, to send their 
nimes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Blease, 
8, Fenwick st, Liverrpool, liquidator. 

PARISIAN Hat Co, Lrp,— treditors are required, on or before Dec 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Page, 

_ 28, King st, Cheapside, liquidator. 

TeLERADIO ELEoTRIC Co., LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ebts or claims, to Evelyn 

_Heury Raynward Trenow, Balfour House. Finsbury pvmt, liquidator., 

THELMA SYNDICATE, Lrp.—Creditors are required, ou or before Dec 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Augustus Stocker, 701, Salisbury house, London Wall, liquidator. 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov. 23. 


ADAMS & CARTLIDGE, LTD.—Creditors are required on or before Dec 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debtsor cisims to Mr. T. W. Hayes, 
Cheapside, Hanley, Liquidator. 

GEORGE CROSLAND AND Sons, Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and the parcicul rs 
of toeir debts or claims, to William Henry Armitage, Station Street bidgs, Hu iders- 
field, liqu dator 

W. G. Bricos, Ltp.—Creditors wre required, on or before Dec 3, to send in their names 
and addresses, and the iculars of t' eir debts or claim:, to Frederick William 
Lord, 37, Walbrook, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Nov. 19. 


Cuban Transport Co, Ltd. Extractor Ventilators, Ltd. 

Isendune Laundry, Ltd. W. R. Shaw & Son, Lid. 

bal > Hard Cure (Rubber) Patents, — Coathanger Manufacturing Co, 
? 


Pen-Machno Slate Co, Ltd. José, Ltd. 





Bollington Grange Steamship Co, Ltd. - 
Teleradio-Electric Co, Ltd. 
American Pastoral Co, Ltd. 
Gravesend and Northfleet Standard News. 
paper Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov. 23. 
Kyl-Fyre, Ltd. N. I. Z., Ltd. 
Taman Properties, Ltd. Nigerian Oilfields Syndicate, Ltd. 
Woodkirk Stone and Brick Co, Ltd. Tom 8. Halkyard, Ltd. 
W. G. Bridges, Ltd Iron and Steel Finance, Ltd. 
Tyne Tug and Steam Fishing Boat Federa- : Bradford Waltonians, Ltd. 
tion Co, Ltd. Haasensteln and Vogier Ltd. 
Globe Chemical Co, Ltd. Canadian Middle West Trust, Ltd. 


London ay} North West American Mort- 
td 


gage : 
Indiana Oil Syndicate, Ltd. 
Peareth Reversion Co, Ltd. 
Carter and Banks, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov 19. 


A anny, Boome GERTRUDE RHODES, Lees, nr Oldham Jan17 Douglas Houstoun, Duehy 
0! cas! er 

ANDREWS, CEARLES, Dudley, Worcester Dec 18 Jobson & Marshall, Dudley _ 

——, JANE, Washington, Durham Dec 19 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

BADDELEY, BENJAMIN, Coventry, Paper Merchant Dec 20 Mander, Coventry 

BERNSTEIN, JULIUS, Belsize rd, Hampstead Dec 31 Holder & Wood, Cheapside 

BLEASE, SAMUEL, Manchester, Kutler Dec2l Milne &(o, Manchester 

BOURNE, JOHN Weston, Woodchurch, Kent, Builder Dec1l Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Boyd, JOHN, Gateshead Dec 17 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BROOKE, WILLIAM, Sondy, Beds, Brewer Jan1 Smith, Sandy 

BULMER, — SEWELL, Gorleston on Sea, Norfolk Dec 21 Bankes & Co, Bury% 


mun 
eee” pas Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 19 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upo 


yne 

CARR, LILLI®, Burlington av, Kew Gardens Dec 31 Withall & Withall, Bedford row 

CRAIK, PATRICK, Guilford pl, Bloomsbury Dec 31 Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 

DAVENPORT, HANNAH ELIZABETH Massey, Kerridge, nr Macclesfield Dec18 Hani, 
Macclesfield 

DAVIES, JOHN, Weston super Mare Dec 20 Lloyd, Weston super Mare 

Davis, WILLIAM HORNE, Kichmond cres, Barnsbury Dec 15 Nabarro, Albemarle st 

DRING, HENRY CHARLES, Calcutta 10 Orr & Co, Finsbury House, Blomfield st 

FARMER, CAROLINE, Elsass,Germany Dec 18 Hazz!eaine, Nottingham 

GILLIGAN, MaRy, Union grove, Clapham Dec 17 Davidson & Co, Bank bidg, 
Acton 

GITTINS, ELIZABETH, Oswestry Dec18 Woods, Preston 

GoocH, Ros BEATRICE GROSVENOR, Central hil, Upper Norwood Dec 23 Stewart, 
Public Trustee, Clement's inn 

HAGGERSTON, WINIFRED JOSEPHINE DE MARIE, Pembroke rd, Kensington Jan 1 Gibson 
& Co, Portugal st bidgs, Lincoln's inn ’ 

HARDWICK, GEORGE, Stanton, Derby, Miner Jan18 Drewery & Co, Burton on Trent 

HARGREAVES, RICHARD TATTERSALL, Stevenage, H Dec 31 Woodcock & 0, 
Bloomsbury sq 

HARRIS, RuTH, Loughborough Dec 9 Slater & Brunton, Loughborough ; 

HARRISON, WILLIAM CRAWFORD, Lieut Commander serving on board H.M.S. “ Formié- 
able” Dec8 Miller, Portsmouth 

HORSFALL, ANN, Lytham, Lancs Dec 18 Read, Blackpool 

HOWARTH, HANSON, Balderstone, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler 
Rochdale 

Jacoss, EsTHER, Grry’sinnrd Dec 20 Greenburg, Lower Sloane st 

JEFFERIES, CHARLES, East Challow, Berks Dec 31 E & E B Ormond, Wantage 

Joyce, Ropert Conwy, Cardiff Dec 17 Davies, Pontypridd 

Kemp, WILLIAM, Birmingham Jan3 Springthorpe & Holcroft, Birmingham 

LAMPREY, JOSEPH JOHN, Lieut Colonel R-A.M.C. (retired), Schubert rd, East 
Putney Dec3l Sloper & Co, Putney bill 

MILLS, Sec Lieut CHARLES GORDON, Moulsford, Berks Dec 31 Taylor & Taylor, ew 
B 8 


MYERS, KEUBEN, Surbiton, Surrey Dec 20 Mount & Co, Martin's ln 

NASH, ROBERT, Bath, Surgeon Dec15 Ford, Weston super Mare 

NORMAN, Mary ANN, Birch, Essex Nov 30 Prior, Colchester 

OSWELL, MARY, Newcastle upon Tyne Decl9 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle up 


e 
ae, Cardiff Dec31 Cousins & Botaford, Cardiff 
PreTcH, GroRGE HAROLD, Alnwick, Northumberiand, Veterinary Surgeon 
Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon Tyne 2 
Pigott, JANE GERALDINE, Lowestoft Dec18 Rider & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
RopERICK, EVAN, Liandilofawr, Carmarthen Dec 20 Williams, Liandilo 
ROTHWELL, BeTsEY, Bury, Lancs Dec 20 Woodcock & Sons, Bury 
ROTHWELL, MARY ELIZABETH, Ainsworth, nr Bolton Dec 19 Pickstone, Radelifle 
Lancs 
SALTHOUSE, WILLIAM HEwRY, Blackpool, Builder Dec 31 Tatham, Blackpool 
SuHoTt, Capt HENRY HAMMOND, DSO, Aldershot Dec 31 Nabarro, Albemarle st 
“IDEBOTTOM, MARY, Brooklands, Chester Dec 31 Littler, Manchester 
Stay, ELI, Singleton, Sussex, Farmer Dec17 Edgcombe & Co, Southsea 
STEBBINGS, ROBERT THOMAS. Myddelton st, Clerkenw<ll, Silversmith Dec 20 Cooperé 
Hambling, Gracechurch st 
STEVENS, ELLEN SOPHIA, East Iisley, Berks Dec 31 
STEVENS, FRANCIS, East Isley, Berks, Farmer Dec31 E & E B Ormond, . 
STRONG, ELEANOR Exica, Llandudno Dec 31 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 
SWALLOW, HARRIET, Minster rd, Broncesbury, Middix Dec 20 Raphael & ©, 
Coleman st 
SWEETING, THOMAS HENRY, Dubmire, or Houghton leSpring, Durham Dec 21 Leggeé 
Miller, Houghton le Spring 
SWINBURN, THOMAS, Sheffield, Warehouseman Jan 1 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
WALMSLEY, CHARLES, Bury Lancs Dec 24 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
WresTER, THOMAS, Quorn, Leicester, Baker Dec 2 Slater & Brunton, Loughborough 
WEST, EDWARD, Weston super Mare, Boarding house Keeper Dec 15 Ford, W 


super Mare 

Wriison, Lieut LAURENCE TRENCH, Campden Hil), Middix Dec 20 Kendall & 00 
Carey st 

Woop, ARTHUR JoHN, Goldenhill, Staffs Dec 14 Hollinshead, Tunstall, Staffs 

WRIGHT, ROBERT, Cressness, ur Belvedere. Kent Dec 20 Stewart, Public 
Clement's inn 







Dec 20 Worth & @ 


Dee 8 


E & EB Ormond, Wantaze, Berks 
antage 


Tra. tee, 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 23. 


AGAR-ROBARTES, THOMAS CHARLES REGINALD, Great Stauhope st, Mayfair Dec 2 
8 ly & Co, New 


e 
Annes, . ILLIAM THOMAS, Sethurst rd, South Norwood Jan 14 Foster, & Co, Qu e@ 
tree 


t pl 
ANDREW, ARTHUR, Congleton and Shelton, Solicitor Dec Daniel, Congleton 
Ansesws, Bs ABETH Treboyir rd, Earl's Court Dec 16 Grover & Co, King’s Ben? 
walk, Te 


mple 
ANSTEY, JOHN MATTHEW, Birmingham Dec 81 Frost Birmingham 
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ayets, THOMAS “RICHARD,” Queen’s rd, Finsbury Park Jan3i Lewis & Sons, Wil 


BENSON. WALTER, Bournemouth Jan19 Foster & Co, Queen Street pl 


BopDINGTON, JOHN, Souldern, Oxford, Farmer Dsc 23 fairfax & Barfield, Banbury 
JAMES, Sandbach, Chester Dec 16 Stringer, San ibach 


BOWDEN, Pgrcy, Devoaport st, Stepney, License 1 Victualler Dec 19 Crossman & Co, 


Theobald’s rd 
CALLAGHAN, MARY, Ravenscourt Park Dec 30 Bull & Ball, King st, Hammersmith 
CANNINGTON, JAMES HARTLEY, Meols, Chester Dec 21 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
CanY, Lvcrvs HERBERT, Penzance, Cornwall Dec 20 Richards & Parker, King st, St 
James's 
CHALLACOMBE, LOUISA, Ilfracombe Dec31 Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe 


CHANNON, DANIEL WALKLEY, Chelteuham, Decorator Jan 1 Earengey & Pruen, Chel- 


ham 

paver RDwanD, Durdham Down, Bristol Dec 29 Webber & Bull, Bristol 
DEATH, AMBROSE, St Leonards on Sea Dec 31 Frost & Co, Leadenhall st 
Dicxre, JOHN, Brigg, Cumberland Dec 20 Singleton, Whitehaven 
DRYDEN, JANET, Preston Dec18 Ward & Newsham, Preston 
DuncaN. HARRIET REID, Kensineton ct Dec31 Russel & Co, Norfolk st 
Fawort?T, FRANCES ANNIE, Balham High rd Dec24 Young & Co, Ely pl 
Fsaer, HAROLD COLLETT, Cheltenham, Iroumonger Jan2 Earengey & Pruen, Chel- 

tenha’ 


m 
ForxTLAGE, HENRY EDWARD, Fenchurch st, Merchant Dec 24 Shepheards & Walters, 
reet pl 


St 

Gam, JoHN HAMILTON, Ambleside, Westmorland Dec 31 Gair & Co, Liverpool 

GxorcE, THOMAS, Swindon, Builder Dec19 Withy, Swindon 

Gnice, Capt HaRRY HasTINGs, Rothsay gdns, Bedford Dec 31 Freeman & Freeman, 
Clement’s inn 

Hall, MARY SKEPPER, Lincoln Dec 15 Burton & Co, Lincoln 

Hall, WILLIAM, Horsham, Sussex, Billposter Dec 2) Eager, Horsham . 

HARDING, CAROLINE, Fordwych rd, West Hampstead Dec31 Nonweiler & Romain, 
Seymour pl, Bryanston 

uawarnos, acne, Duncan bids, Portpool In, Holborn Dec 27 Pearce & Nicholls, 
Clement's inn : , : 

Hicks, eases Metheringham, Lincoln, Veterinary ;Surgeon |Dec 3 Godson & Piper, 
Sleafo 

Hortons, GEORGE, Herndon rd, Wandsworth Dec 31 Rutland & Crauford, Chancery In 

Hurst, Mrs Mary ANN, Victoria Park rd, South Hackney Dec 24 Stewart, Public 
Trustee, Clement's inn 

JAKEMAN, eg eg ey pe + . ys Co, Redditch 

Lewis, JanB, Newport, Mo 24 ley, Newpor on 

LEwIs, MaDDAREe ANN, Brook st, Grosvenor sq Dee 1l Gardner & Herbert, Newport, 
M 


‘on 
MapELEY, EmmA HErwoop, Droitwich, Worcester Dec °8 Lane & Co, Birmingham 
Mgapows, ELIz4, Bournemouth, Dec 24 Chandler, Bournemouth 
MIppLETON, ELIZABETH MATHILDA, Brighton Dec18 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 
MuLak, ELLA Kars, Sidbury, Devon Decll Wood & Awdry, Chippenham 
MURRELL, CHARLES, Albion pl, Blackfriars, Wharfinger Dec 30 Powell & Co, Essex st 
NEWMAN, ELIZABETH, Gateshead Dec 19 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon Tyne 
NWHOLSON, EDMUND, Kingston upon Hull Dec 19 Priestman & Sons, Hull 
Owas, AMY ELLEN, Rockdale, nr Yealmpton, Devon Dec 17 Woollcombes & Yonge, 

ith 


Panky, GEORGE, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester, Foreman Warehouseman Dec 11 
Moon, Manchester 

PERMAN, CECIL THOMAS, Fairholt rd, Stoke Newlngton, Banker's Clerk Dec 16 Cle- 
ments & Co, Gresham house 

PWKERING, Rev RoBEsT, Cowgill, Yorks Dec9 Booth, Bishop Auckland 

Pucner, Groreg, Folke’tone Jan4 Hall, Folkestene 

POLLARD, ARTHUR, Staintliffe, Batley Chadwick & Co ,Dewsbury 

Rapowz, JoHy KENNETH, Edgbaston, Birmingham Dec 31 Johnson & Co, Bir- 


m am 
Epwin, Halifax Dec1ll Hinchiiffe, Halifax 

Ratwe, ELIZABETH, Richmond, Yorks Dec 22 Hodgson, Richmond, Y orks 

Raynzg, Hevry Epwarv, Lambton rd, Wimbledva, Theatrical Costumier Dez 18 
Rubinstein & Co, Raymond bidzs 

RopeErs, JAMES, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

RUTLEDGE, Mary GRACE, Huli Dec 31 Gale & Easton, Hull 

SAUNDERS, JOSEPH MARSHF.ELD, de Morgaa rd, Fulham Dec 24 Stewart, Public 


Trustee, Clement's inn 
SuPHTON, CLARA, Liverpool Dec 19 Dean & Son Liverpool 
Szrutox, JouN, Liverpool Dec19 Dean & Son, Liverpo»l 
SHERMAN, WILLIAM HANBURY PErTINGAL, Bridge of Allan, Scotland, Civil Engineer 

Jan2 Baileys & Co, Berners st : 
Suuit, WILLIAM ALBERT, Esher, Surrey, Upholsterer Dec 17 Edel] & Co, King st 
SuirH, JOHN FARREN, Johnstone, Renfrew, NB Lec 24 Stewart, Public Trustee, 

Clement’s inn 

AYLMER GEOFFREY, RMLI, Chatham Dec 3t Tyler, Clement’s inn 
. NORMAN SINCLAIR Bangor Dec4 Carter & Co, Bangor 

StR08AN, JANET, Longfleet, Poole, Dorset Dec7 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 
TAUBMAN, ALEXANDER HOVENDEN GOLDIE, Eastbourne Dec 24 Wintle, Eastbourne 
TaYLor, GEorGE WILLIAM, formerly GEORGE WILLIAM SCHNEIDER, Harpurhey, Man- 

chester, Pork Butcher Dec 22 Swire & Higson, Manchester 
Taomas, JoHN, Selby, Yorks Decé Bailey & Haigh, Selby 

E, ARCHIBALD, rnemouth Jan4 Bone, Bournemouth 
TREVOR, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Cheadle, Chester, Tailor Dec 24 Potter, Manchester 
FREDERICK, Eastbourne Jani1 Vincent & Vineent, Budge row 

Tavscorr, |SARAH, Aberystwyth, Watchmaker Dec 1 Davies & Son, Aberystwyth 
WELFARE, STEPHEN, Rottingdean, Sussex Jani3 Foster & Co, Queen st pl 
WHITEHEAD, MARGARET, Norwich Dec 25 Blyth, Norwich 
Wigox, Mary, Allendale Town, Northumberland Dec18 Watson & Co, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 







London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 26, 


AYNSLEY, Rev JOHN CRUGER MURRAY, Great Brampton, Hereford Jan15 Humfry: & 
Symonds, Hereford 

| BARROW, ANTHONY, Liverpool 

BELL, WALTER MELLOR, Dean's yd, 
Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal 

BILLINGSLEY, FANNY ELIZABETH, Bungalow rd, South Norwood Dec 24 Johnson & 
Son, Gray's inn sq 

BULL, EDWARD JosepH, Chapra, India Jan 15 Gould & Swayne, Glastonbury 

CLARK, WILLIAM JOHN GADSBY, and SARAH ELIZABETH CLARK, Hoddesdon, Herts 
Jan5 Breeze & Wyles, Bow rd 

COLLIN, JAMES, Narbonne av, Clapham Common, Civil Servant Dec 24 Ayrton & Co, 


Dec 28 Nield, Liverpool 


Westminster, Parliamentary Agent Dec 31 


| Surrey st 
| COURT, CHARLES HENRY, Lingards rd, Lewisham, Accountant Dec31 Thomas, Powis 
| st, Woolwich 
| DANILY, JoHN, Newtown, Montgomery Dec 20 

DAVIS, GEORGE Brown, EWison rd, Streatham Common, Sanitary Engineer 
| Timbrell & Deighton, Cannon st 
DIXON, RICHARD, South Shields, Blacksmith Jan 15 Livingston, Jarrow on Tyne 
EDWARDS, JBSSTE, South side, Clapham Common Dec 31 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 
ELLIOT, HuGH, Teignmouth Jan 10 Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 
ELLSWORTH, ROBERT HENRY, Lyons, France, Commission Agent Dec 81 JH & JY 


Johnson, Lincoln's inn fields 
Ewina. Captain JAMES Ropert, Burwash,Sussex Jan 1 Bischoff & Co,Great Win- 
Chandler & Co, New ct, 


Woosnam, Newtown, North Wales 
Dec 81 


chester st 

FORSTER, Rev JOSEPa BERNARD, Stanstead, Essex 
Lincoln’s inn 

FortT, JoHN, Weston super Mare, Hall Keeper Dec 18 Ford, Weston super Mare 

GILL, ELIZABETH, Wakefield, Yorks Dec 15 Senior & Barratt, Wakefield 

GILL, ** rena John st, Bedford row, Brush Maker Dec15 Senior & Barratt, Wake- 

e! 
GILL, JoHN, Wakefield Dec15 Senior & Barratt, Wakefield 
— ELIZABETH, Preston, Glass and China Dealer Dec 31° Rawsthorn & Co 
ton 


Dec 31 


| GRIFFITHS, ANN, Liverpool Dec 24 Oliver & Co, Liverpool 
HAMPTON, CHARLES JAMES, Moorshedabad, Bengal, India 
Dowgate hill 
HARDMAN, RACHEL, Kirkham, Lancs Dec17 Gault r, Kirkham 
HIcKs, BLIZABETH, Tingewick, Bucks Dec 27 Law, Buckingham 
HILL, EMILY, Walsall Dec 31 Miller, Walsall 
HINDSON, ELDRED GRAVE, Northomberland av Jan1 Hillman & Co, Eastbourne! 
| Mose, Mimsneen, Broughton Hackett, Worcester Dec 23 Beauchamp & Gallaher, 
orcester 
HOOPER, JOEL CARTER, Saint Agnes, Cornwall, Mine Agent Dec 23 Hanceo:k, Truro 
| HUMPHREYS, HENRY,Shrewsbury Jan 1 Hu nds, Loaghborough 
| HUNT, FREDERICK, emenpeny 4 Wells Dec 24 Winter & Plowman, Basinghall st 
| Hunt, JosepH, Stockton on Tees, Labourer Dec 23 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 
| JACKSON, EMMA MARY, Richmond, Surrey Dec 31 Smith & Burrell, Richmond, Surrey 
| JOHNSTON, HENRY GARVEY, Liverpool, Ship Owner Dec 31 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 
7 ys - peeames or Liandilo, Carmarthen, Grocer Dec24 Williams & Hur- 
ey. ndilo 
KEARNEY, SARAH, Whitehaven, Cumberland Dec17 Thompson, Whitehaven 
| —— ~ WILLIAM ABERDEIN, Holloway rd Jan 1 Blake & Co, Serjeant’s inn, 
leet at 
MAY, CHARLOTTE THOMAS, Worle, Somerset Dec 21 Ford, Weston super Mare 
MOFFITT, JAMES, Middlesbrough Dec 28 VUohen, Stockton on Tees 
NEWMAN, EiIzA, Winchester, Stonemason Dec18 Bowker & Sons, Winchester 
PAGET, ANNIE, Loughborough Dec18 Hands, Loughborough 
| — — WILLIAM, Kingston rd, Merton Park, Surrey Dec 31 
} eapside 
| RIDGWAY, CATHERINE, Northampton Jan7 WG& V Wilis, Leighton Buzzard 
| ROBERTS, HUGH ERNEST, Folkestone Dec 22 Robyns-Owen, Pwllheli 
ROWLAND, ELIzA, Matlock Bank, Derby Dec31 Gill, Matlock 
SCHUBERT, RICHARD HANS AUGUSTUS, Groen lanes, Palmer's Green, Manufacturer's 
Agent Jan10 Wild & Collins. S8t Lawrence House, Trump st 
SHAW, JOHN, Salterhebble, Halifax Dec 81 Bailey, Halifax 
SHELLEY, JOHN BURTON, Bilston, Staffs. Draggist Nov30 Matthews, Wolverhampton 
Srmpson, DEBORAH, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Jan 1 Westwood & Co, Birmingham 
SMITH, HENRY JAMES HOWMAN, Westcroft sq, Ravenscourt Park West, Poultry Farmer 
Jan 1 Spe cer & Co, Queen st 
STUBBS, ELLEN Exiza, Bromley, Kent Dec 31 Redfern & Co, Frederick's pl 
TEMPLEMAN, MARTHA JANE, Yeovil Dec 31 Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 
TIARKS,GERTRUDE, AGNES, Oxford gdns, North Kensington Dec 15 Smith & Smyth, 
te st 
TYLER, Lypra Louisa, Oxford Dec 18 Ford, Weston super Mare 
Upton, SARAH ANN, Westgate on S:a Dec 31 Warmington & Edmonds, Cole- 
man st . 
WADDON, JOHN HENRY, Senior, Northfield, Bridgwater, Somerset, Merchant Dec 22 
Poole & Son, Bridgwater 
WALLER, JOHN Moorzk, Ruddington, Nottingham, Joiner Dec 23 Eking & Co, Not- 


tingham 
WARDLE ARTHUR GARLAND, Derby Dec 31 Holbrook, Derby 
WENTWORTH, CATHERINE Mary, Woolley Park, nr Wakefield, Yorks Dec 31 Dowson 


Feb 14 Minet & Co 


Drake 


Co, Surrey st 
a, See HENRY PURCELL, Dorchester Dec 18+ Symonds & Sons, Dor- 
¢ r 
WHits, THOMAS, HARRY, Lincoln Dec18 Ward & Moore, Lincoln 


WILSON, JOHN,Preston Dec 31 Jukes, Preston 
| WILSON, JANE WALKER, Birkenhead Dec28 Lamb & Co, Liverpool 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov. 23 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


EDWARD THEODORE, Bury St Edmunds, ¢ 
Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 
Brecknocks tire 


AINLBY, hemist 
Bary St Fdmunds 
BULL. MARY JANE, Brynmowr, 
Pet Oct 25. Ord Nov 15 
DAWsoN, RoBpeRT HENRY, 
Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 
EARDLEY-SMITH, Hersekt D. Baker st, Portman 
isher High Court PetSept7 Ord Nov 19 
ELWELL Percy, Dryden mns, Oxford st High Court 
Oct 20 Ord Nov 19 
EVANS, Regs Pontiliw, Glamorgan, Collier 
Nov19 Ord Nov 19 
FITZGERALD. WILFRED, 
Court Pet Ang 27 
FLeMiIne, Mary E, Princes sq, 
Nov3 Ord Novi19 
GRIMSHAW, JAMES, New 
Manchester Pet Nov l 
Harris, THOMAS HASTINGS, 
High Court Pet July 23 
Mays, Jonny Groner, Eastrington. Yorks. Blacksmith 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Novi9 Ord Nov 19 
MILLS, CLARA, Wolverh:mpton Wolverhampton 
Nov 17 Ord Novi7 
NICHOLSON, JoHN MATTHEW, Thearne, Yorks, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 18 rd Nov 18 
SMITH, WILLIAM, Tyldesley, Lancs Potato Dealer 
ton Pet Novi8 Ord Nov 18 
Worbors, GeorGe ARTHUR, Wembley, 
St Albans Pet Nov2) Ord Nov 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Skibeck, 
at 2 Of 


Rotherham, Grecer Sheffield 


sq, Furn 
Pet 


Swansea Pet 


Waterloo pl, Pall Mall High 
Ord Nov 19 
Bayswater Lewes Pet 


Moston. Manchester, Builder 

Ord Nov 18 
Fitzroy rd, 
Ord Nov 19 


Regent s Park 


Pet 
Farmer 

Bol- 
Middix, Builder 


Boston, Lines 
tand 6, West st 


near 
Rec, 


FRANK, 
Dec 


APPLEYARD, 
Labourer 
Boston 
Bort. LINDLKY ALEXANDER, Witham, E«sex, Commorvcia' 
Traveller Decl at2 Shire Hall, Chelmsford 
BRADLEY. FREDERICK MARK, Peterborough, Nurseryman 
Nov SO at it Law Courts. Peterborough 
Brows, Joun and WALTER Brown, Norwich. Shoe 
facturers Declat 12.30 Off Roc, 8, King 
wich 
CAMM, JosurH Ronert, St Andrew's Nristol, 
Printer Dec 1 at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, 
Bristol 
COoLLINGs, WILLIAY, Portland. Dorset, License’ Victua'ler 
Nov 30 at 2 Off Ree, City chmbers, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 
EARDLE&Y-SmMiITH, Hernert D, Baker st, Portman sq, 
nisher Dec 2 atil Bankrup'cy bidgs. Carey st 
EDWARDS, ALBERT, Aston, Birmingham, Baker Dec 1 at 
11.80 Ruskin chmbrs, Corporation st, Birmingham 
ELWELL, Percy, Dryden mans, Oxford st Dee 2 at ! 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
FITZGERALD, WILFRED, Waterloo pl, 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
GENTLE, ALFRED JAMES, Colne, Lancs, Motor Haulage 
Contractor Dec 1 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 
Preston 
HARRIS, THOMAS HASTINGS, Fitz-oy rd, 
Dec lat 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Jonrs, GRoRGE Epwarp, Liversedge, Yorks. Greengrocer 
Nov 39 at1l Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 
Mays, Jouw Georos, Eastrington, Yorks, Blacksm th 
Dec Sat 12 Off Rec, Y rk City Bank chmbr's, Low- 
gate, Hull 
MILLS, CLARA, Wolverhampton 
Lichfield st. Wolverhampton 
NICHOLSON, JOHN MATTHEW, Thearne Yorks, Farmer 
Dec 3 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hul! 
RippRt, Joun New Ferry, Chester, Contractor Dec 2 at 11 
Off Ree, U ion Marine bdgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 
TULLY, MILES CORNELIUS, (the Younger), Capel, Paddock 
Wood, Kent. Builder Nov 30 at 230 Off Rec, 124, 
Marlborough pl. Brighton 

WEBSTER, JESSIE HARRIETT CHRISTELLE, Wallingford, 
Berks Declati2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

WELLER FRANK Georog, Erdington, Warwick 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
ingham 

WHITE, HAROLD EoErToN, Choriton cum Hardy, Man- 
chester, Umbrella Manufacturer Decilat 3 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

WILKINSON, NoRMAN, Huddersfield, Credit Draper Dec 1 
at 2.45 Huddersfield Incorporated Law Society's 
Room, Imperial Arcade, New st, Huddersfield 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AINLEY, EDWARD THEODORE, Bury St Edmunds, 
Bury St Edmunds Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov19 

Brieos, CHRISTOPHER INETT, Kidderminster, 
Kidderminster Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 17 

BULL, MARY JAN®B, Brynmawr, Brecknockshire 
Pet Oct 25 Ord Novis 

Dawson, RoperT HENRY, Rotherham, 
Pet Nev 18 Ord Nov 18 

Evans, Rees, Pontiliw, Glam, 
Novi9 Ord Nov 19 

FIELDING. JOHN, Manche :ter 
Ord Nov 19 

KELLER, JesstK, Old Kent rd 
Ord Nov 18 

McKEVIT?, BERNARD ARTHUR JOHN, Ringwood, South- 
ampton, Journeyman Baker, Salisbury Pet Oct 26 
Ord Nov 18 

Mays, Joun GeEorGE, Eastrington, Yorks. Blacksmith, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

Mitts, Ciara, Wolverhampton Wolverhampton Pet 
Novi7 Ord Noy 17 


Manu- 
t, Nor- 


Lithographic 
Baldwin st, 


Fur 


Pall Mall Dec 2 at 


Regent's Park 


Dec lati2 Off Rec, 30, 


Dee 3 at 
Birm- 


Chemist 

Farmer 
Tredegar 
Grocer Sheffield 


Collier Swansea Pet 


High Court Pet Sept °2 


High Court Pet Oct 11 


| 
| 


rredegar 





NICHOLSON, JoHN MATTHEW, Thearne, Yorks, Farmer, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 

PAYNE, EDGAR JOHN, Salisbury, Tailor, Salisbury Pet 
Nov9 Ord Nov 18 

PaTEY, CHARLES, aoe st, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
May 12 Ord Nov 17 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Tyldesley, Lancs, Potato Dealer Bo'ton 
Pet Novis Ord Novs 

TURNER, HENRY EDWARD. Lavengro rd, West Norwood, 
Tobacco Dealer Hizh Court Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 16 

WEBSTER, JESSIE HARRIETT CHRISTELLZ. Wallingford, 
Perks Oxford Pet Augi8 Ord Nov 20 

Worpoys, Ggornce ARTHUR, Wembley, Middlx, Builder 
St Albans Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 26. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALsTown, A, Sharnbrook,8 0 Beds High Court Pet Oct 9 
Ord Nov 23 

CALDWELL, MARGARET, Guilford st, Russell sq High 
Court Pet Sept 3 Ord Nov 23 

CARTER, HARRY Osborne, Fairholme rd, West Ken-ing- 
ton, Solicitor High Court Pet Aug4 Ord Nov 23 

DAVRY, GEORGE HERBERT, Avenue rd, North Finchley, 
Builder Barnet Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

FRAMPTON, FREDE*ICK Henry, Shirley, Southampton, 
Carventer Southampton .Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

GILES, WALTER, Dartford, Builder Rochester Pet Nov 22 
Ora Nov 22 

HALL, JosePH WILLIAM, 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

HARGREAVES, ISAAC, Leyland, Lancs, Picture Framer 
ton Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Hvupson, ANNIE, Eastbourne Eastbourne 
Ord Nov 22 

Mc MAHON, PATRICK 
Ord Nov 24 

MELLETT, W, South Tottenham, Dealer in Works of Art 
High Court Pet Sept 1 Ord Nov 24 

MorRIS, JAMES, Hastings, Hotel Keeper 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

MORTIMER WILLIAM, Newcastle 
Traveller Newcastle upon 
Nov 22 

REEKEN, JOHN HENRY, Richmond, Surrey, Manufacturer 
Brentford Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

TREGLOWN, GEORGE Henry, Norwood rd, Herne hill 
High Court Pet 8ent30 Ord Nov 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

AINLEY, Epwarv Taropore, Bury 8t Edmunds, 
Dec 8at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

ALston, A, Sharnbrook, 580, Beds, Dec 6 at 
tankruptcy bides, Carey st 

s0YCR. JAMES. Cro*s Keys, Mon, Credit Draper Dec 3 at 11 
Off Rec, 144, C-mmercial st, Newport, Mon 

Brieas, CHRISTOPHER INeETT, Hartlebury, 
minster. Farmer Dec 6 at 3 Off Rec, 
Dudley 

BULL. MARY JANE, Brynmawr, Brecknock Dec 3 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

CALDWELL, MARGARET, Guilford st, Russell sq 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CARTER, HARRY OsBoRNE, Fairholme rd, West Ken- 
sington, Solicitor Dec 6 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

DAWSON, ROBERT HENRY, Rotherham, Grocer 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

EVANS, REES, Pontiliw, Glam, Collier Dec 3 at 11 
Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

FRAMPTON, FREDERICK HENRY, Shirley, Southampton, 
Carpenter Dec 6 at 12 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

GILes, WALTER, Portford, Kent, Builder 
280A, High st, Rochester 

HALL, JosepH WILuiaM, Halifax, Grocer Dec 4 at 11.15 
C unty Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 

Hoporrts, JoHN, Newent, Glos, Coal Merchant Dec 4 
at 12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

McKEviTT, BERNARD ARTHUR JOHN, Ringwood, South- 
amp‘on, Journeyman Baker Dec 8at2 Off Rec, City 
chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

MCMAHON, PATRICK Dover st Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MELLETT, W. South Tottenham, Dealer in Works of Art 
Dec 7 at11 Bankrop'cy bidgs, Carey st 

MortTIwge®, WILLIAM, Neweastle upon Tyne, Draper's 
Traveller Dec7atil Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on Tyne 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Tyldesley, Lancs, Potato Dealer Dec 4 
atll Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

STIGANT, CHARLOTTE, Margate Dec 4 at 11 Off Rec 
684, Castle st, Canterbury 

TILBURY. WILLIAM. Swallowfield, Berks, Baker Dec 6 at 
12 14, Bedford row 

TREGLOWN, GrorGk HENRY, Norwood rd 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILKINS, CHARLES. Ealing, Middlx, Baker Dec 6at 11.3) 
14, Bedford row 

WILKS, CHARLES, Kidderminster, Sump Maker Dec 3 at 
3 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
FRAMPTON, FREDERICK HENRY, Shirley, Southampton, 
Carpenter Southampton Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 3 
HALL, JosepH WILLIAM, Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

HARGREAVES, ISAAC, Leyland, Lanes, Picture Framer 
Bolton Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

HAWTREE, CHARLES THOMAS. Blackpool, Caterer Black- 
pool Pet Oct 25 Ord Nov 24 

HUDSON, ANNIE, Eastbourne Eastbonrne Pet 
Ord Nov 22 

JERVIS, ST VINCENT JOHN PABEER, Crystal Palace, Syden- 
ham Croydon Pet Sept 16 Ord Nov 20 

Lucas, WILLIAM MINNITT?, ——— st, Bloomsbury 
High Court PetMar25 Ord Nov 2 

MORRIS, JAMES, Hastings, Hotel Soper Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet 
Bol 
Pet Nov 


99 


, Doverst High Court Pet Sept 13 


Hastings Pet 


Draper's 
Ori 


upon Tyne, 
Tyne Pet Nov 22 


Chemist 
11.30 


nr Kidder- 
1, Priory st, 


Dec 6at 11 


Dec 3 at 12 
Off 


Dec 6 at 3 


Dec 7 at 12 


Dec 8 at 12 


Nov 22 


Hastings 





MortTrwerR, WILLIAM, Newcastle upor Tyne, Draper, 
Traveller Newcastle ‘upon Tyne Pet 
Nov 2? 

Napier, GEORGE 
Retaller Newcastle upon Tyne 
Nov 23 

REEKEN, JOHN Henry, Richmond, Surrey, Manatee 
Brentford Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

RIDpEL, JonN, New —_, — Contractcr Birks, 
head Pet Novs8 Ord N 

RUSSELL, SELINA,’ Sheffield “Sheifield Pet Nov 3 Om 
Nov 22 

SCHATTE, HERMANN, Internment Camp. Alexandra Pagk, 
Baker High Court Pet Sept 21 Ord Nov 22 


Nov 22 @ 
Beer 
Ora 


CARLINGTON, South Shields, 
Pet Oct 2% 


Kent 


Warehouseman 











London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov.'30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BEECH, WILLIAM HEADDY. or Hy om Painter Pete 
BOWELL, GEORGE BENNETT, Margate, aaainoas Canter. 
bury Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Bowes, JOHN WILLIAM, and MARTIN MORAN. Stockton 
Nov 26 
CHAMBERS, PENELOPE BEssrz, Beckenham, New. 
DAVIes, DAVID CHARLES, Uprer Rathbone pl, Dairy 
Assistant Hich'Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov % 
Nov 25 Ord Nov°5 
ExTon, CHARLES, Leicester, Leicester 
GOODWILLE, JANIE CAROLINE, Margate Canterbury Py 
Nov13 Ord Nov 27 
GREEN, MAURICE, Conduit st, Ladies’ Tailor 
KIRKMAN, WILLIAM, Whitefield, Lancs, Painter Bolter 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
LANGER. ROBERT, Leeds, Monumental Mason Leeds Be 
Procter, PeTer JAvxES, Nelson, Lancs, Refreshmen 
SMITH, ALBERT WILSDON, Morecambe, Lancs, Wholessk 
Stationer Preston Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 2% 
Situ, 8, Old Kent rd High Court Pet Oct23 On 
THomas, A, C, Kingston on Thames, Motor 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept 2 Ord Nov 25 
WHITE, GEORGE. COLVIN, Park pl, St James’ st High 
Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 2% 
WILLIAMS, ALBERT ARTHUR, Aberdare, Baker Aberin 
WiTr, DAYID FREDERICK, 
Merchant High Court Pet Nov25 Ord Nov % 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
at 12.19 1, High st. Newtown 
DAVIFS, DAVID CHARLES, Upper Rathbone pl, Dak 
Assistant Dec 10 at 12 Pankruptcy b'dgs, Carey & 
Bond st. Leeds 
DYER. WILLIAM PIPPEN, and FRANCIS JOHN DyRR, 
Rivel, Somerset, Builders Dec Sat2 Off Ree, 
——, CHARLES, Tei ha ny 
ff Rec,1, Berridge st, Leices 
Dec 8 at® 
Bankrupsey bldgs, Carey st 
HUDSON, ANNIE, Eastbourne Dec8 at3 Off Rec, 14 
Morris, James, Hastings, 
off -_ 12A. Marlborough pl, Brighton 
SMITH, » OM Kent rd Dec 9 at 11 Bankruptcy bldg, 
THOMAS, 
Dec 7 at 11 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
TOWNER, THOMAS BEN JAMIN, Hove, Susrex, 
borough pl, Brighton 
WHITE, GEORGE CoLvriy, Park pl, St James’ st Dec 9a 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Dec os 
11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's Chmbrs, St 
st, Pontynridd 
Witt, DAVID FREDERICK, Harlesden, Middlx, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
BEeEcH, WILLIAM HEApDpDy, Putesteven™, Painter Pel 
borough Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 
bury Pet Nov24 Ord Nov 24 
BOWES, JOHN WILLIAM, and MARTIN MORAN, Stoc 
Tees, Rakers Stockton on Tees 'Pet Nov 26 Ord 
Solicitor High Court Pet Aug4 Ord Nov % 
CHAMBERS, PENELOPE BEssTe, Peckenhaw, Kent Ne 
town Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 27 
tant High Court Pt Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
DERZEFSKI, JACK, Leeds, Tailor’s Presser Leeds 
ExTon, CHARL?S Leicester, 
Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 
High Court 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
KIRKHAM, WILLIAM, +g Lancs, Decorator Bolt 
LANGER, ROBERT, Leeds, Monumental Mason Leeds B# 
Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
12 Ord Nov 24 
PROCTER, PETER JAMES, Nelson, Lancs, Refreshment Hom? 
SMITH, ALBERT WILSDON, Morecambe, Lancs, 
Stationer Preston Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
WILLIAMS ALBERT ARTHUR, Aberdare, Baker A 


borough Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 
on Tees, Bakers Stockton on Tess Pet Nov 26 On 
town Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 27 
DERZEPSKI, JACK. Ceeds, Tailor’s Presser Leeds" By 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
High Court 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Nov 26 Ord Nov %6 
House Keeper Burnley Pet Nov?6 Ord Nov 
Nov 25 
Enginser 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Harlesden, Middix, Tiuibe 
CHAMBERS, PENFLOPE BEsstR. Beckenham, Kent Dee} 
DERZEFSKI, JACK, Tailor’s Presser Dec 9atil Off Bee,%& 
chmbrs, Catherine st. Salisbury ) 
Dec 7 at3 
cum, MAURICE, Conduit st, Ladies" Tailor 
Marlborough pl. Brighton 
Hotel Keeper Dec? at® 
ceuag ah 
A C6, Kingston on Thames, Motor Engine 
Machinery Dealer Dec at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Mar 
WILLIAMS, ALBERT ARTHUR, Aberdare, Baker 
Merchant Dec 8atil Bankruptcy bidgs, + 
BOWELL, GEORGE BENNETT, ema, Engineer <= 
CARTER, HARRY (SBORNE, Fairholme rd, West Ke’ 
DAVIES. DAVID CHARLES, Upper Rathbone pl, Dairy Age 
Nov25 Ord Nov 25 
Warel n Leicester 
GEEN, MAURICE, Conduit st, Ladies’ Tailor 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
OFFER, WILLTAM JOHN, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet s® 
Keeper Burnley Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Wholess# 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Noy 26 
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